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The Defense of Insanity in Criminal Cases and Medical Expert Teithionay 


The fiasco of the recent Thaw trial in New 
unsatisfactory 


and laymen 
remedial, 


everywhere to the 


in criminal cases where insanity 


is interposed as a 
Under the rule which prevails in most jurisd 
case, as formulated by the House of Lords, every 


York has directed the attention of lawyers 
condition of the law, both substantive and 
defense. 

ction, known as the rule in M’Naughtens’ 
man is presumed to be sane, and the plea 


of insanity in criminal cases requires proof on the part of the defense that the defendant. 
by reason of a defect of reason, at the time the alleged crime was committed, either did not 


know the nature and quality of his act or did not 
when the 


This rule was formulated at a time 


know that it was wrong. 


knowledge of medical men as to the 


nature of insanity was crude and unscientific in the extreme. 
Under the rule, insanity is a fact to be determined by the jury. 
It soon became the practice to admit as evidence the opinions of experts as to whether 


the condition of the defendant’s-mind was such as to bring him within the rule. 


Then the 


hypothetical question was invented, and the expert was called upon to say whether, the facts 


stated in the question being deemed to be true, the 


the meaning of the rule. 


disgraceful scurrying by the attorneys, 


In almost every important 


defendant was or was not insane within 
case of this nature there has been a 


sometimes those on both sides, to secure the services 


of medical experts and to retain them as witnesses, often by paying enormous fees. 
The result has been legal chaos, and has tended to bring the administration of justice 


in such cases into contempt. 


Two questions of vital importance, 


therefore, are 


pressing for solution: , 


First. The formulation of a better rule as to what constitutes legal insanity. 


Secondly. The formulation of 


insanity. 


proper rules of evidence as to proof of the fact of such 
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A JUDICIAL VIEW 


By HENDERSON M. SomerviL.Le, LL.D. 


cuss these questions: 


There is admitted to exist in the legal profession 
and among distinguished judges a great conflict of 
opinion as to the value to be attached to the testi- 
mony of alienists in cases of alleged insanity. I con- 
fine my remarks to the so-called criminal insane. 

This difference arises from the loose practice, 
largely from necessity in many cases, of permitting 
any graduate of a medical school to give his testi- 
mony as to facts bearing on criminal responsibility 
where the defense of insanity is interposed by a de- 
fendant. The ‘‘country doctor’’ who has never en- 
tered the wards of an insane hospital is thus prima- 
rily liable for many indiscriminate criticisms of the 
misstyled alienist which has tended to discredit the 
testimony of the really learned expert in mental or 
brain diseases. 


The ancient delusion was that insane persons were 
possessed of devils, the victims of their own wicked- 
ness and evil passions, who could be eured only by 
divine power. The modern and more enlightened 
theory is that insanity is a disease of the brain, 
whose normal functions are disturbed to the point of 
irrationality, acquired either by heredity or environ- 
ment, one or both. 

It is only in modern times, chiefly in the last cen- 
tury, that the nature, causes and results of this brain 
disturbance have been thoroughly investigated. This 
has been done chiefly by medical superintendents 
and others connected with those humane and benefi- 
cent institutions founded for the care and often the 
eure of the insane. 


+ Former Judge of the Supreme Court of Alabama (1880-1890) ; Trustee of the Alabama 
Insane Hospital for 17 years; Chairman of the Alabama Lunacy Commission; and Author 
of the Opinion of the Alabama Supreme Court in Parsons v. The State (81 Ala. Rep., p. 517). 
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It is only the testimony of such experts that pos- 
sesses any real value. They should be versed in three 
departments of learning: (1) In psychology, which 
embraces knowledge of the mind and its faculties as 
distinguished from the body; (2) in forensic medir 
cine, especially insanity in its medico-legal relations ; 
(3) the law governing the legal responsibility of the 
criminal insane. 

A physician who is deficient in any of these re- 
spects is no alienist, and his opinion should weigh 
but slightly with juries or courts, unless his testi- 
mony is based upon an intimate personal acquaint- 
ance with the defendant. 

The law governing legal responsibility, as settled 
by the English Justices in MeNaughton’s case (de- 
cided in 1843) is well known, and has the endorse- 
ment of the weight of judicial decision in this coun- 
try. The rule there settled is, that the plea of insan- 
ity in criminal cases will not avail if the defendant 
understood the nature and quality of the crime com- 
mitted at the time of its commission, and knew it was 
wrong or illegal. 

This test, which was originally based on the igno- 
rant opinion of physicians, is now admitted to be re- 
pugnant to facts well known to every intelligent ex- 
pert who has made a study of the subject. It was 
unanimously repudiated by a conference of English 
medical alienists over 40 years ago in a meeting in 
the City of London, and no superintendent of the 
hundreds of lunatic asylums in America or Great 
Britain can be found to-day who would risk his repu- 
tion by endorsing it. The Alabama Supreme Court 
more than twenty years since, after reviewing the 
authorities, adopted the modern view in Parsons vs. 
The State, reported in the 81st volume of the Ala- 
bama Reports, and republished in the 60th volume of 
the American Reports. The Chicago Legal Journal 
in publishing this decision observed that it came 
nearer harmonizing the views of the medical and of 
the legal professions than the previous deliverance 
of any other judge or court. 
the so-called ‘‘right and wrong test’’ is based on an 
ignorant and erroneous view of the disease of insan- 
ity, and that the true test is, not the capacity to dis- 
tinguish the nature and quality of the act done, or to 
know it was illegal or wrong, but the power to con- 
trol the will so as to voluntarily abstain from doing 
the act. There can be no criminal act without the 
concurrence of two elements: (1) Intellectual dis- 
crimination, and (2) freedom of will in the actor. 
Insanity, in many eases, resulting from shattered 
nerves or lesion of the brain operates to destroy 
the power to refrain from being dominated by a 
delusion, although the defendant may fully under- 
stand he is doing wrong and will be punished for the 
act. The case of Hadfield, who was tried by Lord 
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Kenyon and defended by Erskine, in the last cen- 
tury, was a conspicuous instance of this kind. He 
deliberately shot at King George under a delusion 
with the declared purpose of being executed for the 
act, but was acquitted by the jury, and properly so. 

Twenty experts testified in the case of Guiteau, 
who pleaded insanity when charged with the mur- 
der of President Garfield in the year 1881. They 
were about equally divided in opinion as to the 
extent of the prisoner’s irrationality, but many of 
the most distinguished alienists expressed the belief 
that he was afflicted only with ‘‘emotional insanity,”’ 
which is a mere explosion of wickedness and passion, 
and finds little or no support in judicial authority, 
though sometimes recognized by juries under the 
guise of so-called ‘‘unwritten law.’’ This species of 
riotous passion was figuratively characterized by Dr. 
Gray in the Guiteau trial as an ‘‘emotional storm,”’ 
and more recently by an alienist in the Thaw trial 
as a ‘‘brain storm.’’ But such figures of speech mean 
little or nothing as a medium of communicating solid 
facts, any more than the ancient metaphor declaring 
that ‘‘anger is a short madness.’’ Guiteau was a 
paranoiac, and would probably have been pro- 
nounced irresponsibly insane had he killed a cabman 
instead of a ‘‘King.’’ 

It is no objection to the principle settled by the 
Alabama court in the Parson’s case that it is diffi- 
cult of application. It is no more so than the 
‘“‘right and wrong test.’’ Burglary at common law 
was the breaking into a dwelling house with intent 
to steal, in the night time. There is a time of twilight 
which is not clearly either the night or the day. 
Nevertheless the issue was often put to juries to pass 
on this question, and they did so with appropriate 
justice. 

The chief difficulty in trial of the alleged instance is 
to distinguish temporary or emotional insanity from 
that disease of the brain which dominates the mind 
and will so that the victim passes beyond the power 
of self control. Insane hospitals are filled with 
homicidal and other maniacs of this well known 
type, and it lies with the true alienist to discover 
them and to give courts and juries intelligent reasons 
for their conclusion. 

Let us do away with hired experts who are paid 
enormous sums for cultivating their opinions to 
accord with the prejudice of the party hiring them. 
Substitute for them, where possible, a commission, 
say of three or more distinguished alienists, who are 
paid by the State and appointed by the court, and 
whose experience and learning will justify juries 
in placing credence in their fair and unprejudiced 
opinions. Adopt this principle, and we shall hear 


less of ignorant and indiscriminate criticisms of ex- 


pert testimony in homicide cases involving questions 
of insanity. 
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AN EXPERT'S VIEW 
By ALLAN McLane Hamiuron, M.D., F.R.S.E.* 


No one is more disgusted with the present unsatis- 
factory condition of expert testimony than the self- 
respecting medical man himself, and those of his pro- 
fession deplore the present prostitution of scientific 
testimony. It is quite impossible, however, for medi- 
cal societies or individuals to exercise any control or 
to discipline recaleitrant members of their own profes- 
sion whose cupidity prompts them to give biased 
opinions or to build up a case at the instigation of 
some one else. 

The trouble-is that there is an absolute want of 
harmony between the law and medicine, and an in- 
tolerant disposition upon the part of the former to 
adopt arbitrary and impractical standards of capac- 
ity or responsibility which are not based at all upon 
a real knowledge, of insanity, and, as a result, we 
find the nomenclature of fifty years ago doing duty 
to-day in courts of law. There must be a rapproche- 
ment between law and medicine, and courts and 
juries should be informed of what really constitutes 
mental derangement. 

The first effort at reform should be made in the 
direction of abolishing the disgraceful contests be- 
tween so-called experts who are always taken at their 
own valuation, and are often chosen because of their 
pliability, self-importance and preparedness to make 
a case out of the rottenest of elements, and to obsti- 
nately swear it through. The law should be amended 
so that the expert or experts should be men selected 
by their fellows and endorsed by the higher courts, 
and who shall be chosen at the time by the trial judge 
and directed to examine the prisoner or prepare a 


brief, and when he goes on the stand he may be sub- 
jected to any kind of direct or cross-examination to 
determine the worth of his opinion and the basis of 
his conclusions. 

His compensation should be determined by the 
Court and paid by both sides. 

if the present system of experts is perpetrated, there 
should be more discrimination in the admission and 
qualification of medical men,-and every so-called ex- 
pert must not only express arbitrary opinions, but 
should be compelled to deseribe the process by which 
he reached his conelusions. 

Persons whose defense is insanity should be com- 
mitted to an institution for the insane for observa- 
tion for a period of several weeks or months, to be 
visited meanwhile by experts appointed by the courts, 
and when put upon trial, every detail regarding 
their past and present condition should be gone into 
and testified to, and there should be none of the 
holding back of evidence which became so farcical 
in the late Thaw trial. 

Commissions should have at least two medical 
members who should make independent examina- 
tions from which counsel should be excluded. 

As | have said, however, a great deal of the pres- 
ent dissatisfaction comes from the attitude of the le- 
gal profession and the abundance of illogical statutes 
and decisions which are very often the product of 
popular prejudice or ignorance of psychiatry, and 
which quite improperly are rigidly adhered to and 
have no elasticity. 


*Dr. Hamilton is a well known specialist in mental and nervous diseases. His opinion 
has been sought in the past twenty-five years in determining the sanity of many noted 
criminals, notably in the cases of Guiteau and Czolgosz, the assassins of Garfield and 


McKinley. 


He is consulting neurologist to the Manhattan State Hospital. 


A DEFENSE OF THE PRESENT SYSTEM 


By James W. Osporne.* 


I think that any man, be he lawyer or layman, who 
attacks the value of expert testimony in a question 
of the sanity or insanity of a man who is on trial 
for his life has simply not stopped to think. To do 
away with the expert alienists in our courts of jus- 
tice is deliberately to go back to a state of legal 
barbarism. We need an expert for almost every- 
thing we do—and not one expert, but two or three 
or four. Let me illustrate what I mean. Suppose 
you had decided to build a house. You know nothing 
of the science of house building, you are not an 
architect, and so you eall in an expert in that line. 
You hear what he has to say; it convinces you some- 


what, but you still feel the need of more light on 
the subject. What do you do? Call in more experts, 
more architects. These experts differ from one an- 
other, they hold radically opposite views, but they 
argue the matter out before you, and from their 
diseussions, without impeaching the honesty of their 
opinions, you form your own. As it is with building 
a house, so it is with filling a tooth or mending a 
leg or testing a mineral—you need the combined, 
and often conflicting, opinions of experts. 

Because expert alienists disagree in their opinions 
in trials for murder, it is commonly supposed that 
their testimony must be in the highest degree con- 


*Mr. Osborne had a wide experience in the prosecution of criminals, while Assistant 
District Attorney of New York County. He participated, among others, in the famous 


Molineux and Patrick trials. 
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fusing to a jury. I don’t think so. I firmly believe 
that the jury has less trouble with the expert part 
In view of the current 


sensational talk that may seem a strange assertion 


of a trial than any other. 


But, remember, the expert deals purely with facts; 
his personal opinion, on the other hand, remains as 
a mere guide to the jury. One dentist, you know, 
may say that the condition of your tooth indicates a 
vote for a bridge—but both 
men may agreesthat there is something the matter 


plug, the other may 


with the tooth, to whieh a definite scientific name 
ean be viven, and which forms the grain of ascer- 
tained fact in the flower of theory. 

Now. most scientists, whether in or out of court, 
are truthful as to facts, although they may disagree 
| don’t believe in the least 
that it is ordinarily possible to bend expert opinion 
| will frankly confess that I 
have had cases in which it was impossible to hire 
to 


radically as to theory 
the way you want if 


alienists agree with Hence I would 
brand the statement that experts always go with the 
That 


| know from experi- 


my view. 
side that employs them as deliberately untrue. 
Is a popular misconception. 
ence that the best of the alienists prefer to remain 
ignorant of the view held by the side that is engag- 
ing them, and as a class of men there is none for 
whose honesty I have a greater respect. These expert 
alienists, you know, have reputations as scientists to 
make or lose; their testimony is taken down in an 
important trial, and if they give utterance to a false 


theory or perversion of fact they will be confronted 
with it in the future. 
I have never attended a case involving a great 


deal of important expert testimony where I could not 
tell in advance on which side the verdict would be. 
The reason is this: In a ease where intelligent ex- 
pert testimony is employed on either side funda- 
mental principles are soon admitted and explained, 
while the of mere personal opinion falls 
Let me illustrate my meaning. 


residue 
away. Take a case 
involving the hypothesis that a murder was com- 
mitted by the use of chloroform, as, for instance, in 
the Patrick Now, there are all sorts of de- 
batable facts in regard to a death of this kind as 
it appears to the mind of a layman. 


case. 


Is chloroform 
an irritant, for instanee; does it congest the vital 
organs of the body; does it leave an odor; ean its 
presenee be detected chemically in the human vis- 
cera?. What ean a layman do with such problems? 


A CONDEMNATION OF 


By Joun F. 
I do not wish to be understood as reflecting on the 
honesty or ability of the expert alienists testifying 
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Obviously nothing. But the expert comes in and 
settles the whole matter as to these facts, which are 
purely details of medical science, in such a way that 
the jury may decide the wider problem: ‘‘Did this 
man come to his death by chloroform?’’ The experts, 
on the other hand, might disagree as to that wider 
problem, some maintaining that the man died of 
chloroform poisoning, others that death came 
through pneumonia. Bet you see what the value 
of expert testimony is in such a case—it furnishes 
the data upon which the jury can base a verdict. 

As a matter of fact, however, the medical experts 
in criminal trials do not differ anything ike as much 
as is supposed on fundamental questions. They may 
be made to appear to differ through the skillful way 
in which a lawyer puts questions to them and by 
their powerlessness under the rules of evidence, to 
state their own position independently of their ex 
aminers. But they do manage to give, in spite of 
whatever hindrances may surround them, the funda- 
mental facts of disease, and for that purpose an 
alienist is essential to a jury. This kind of testimony 
always does influence the latter. My theory of a 
trial is simply to get at the truth of a thing, and for 
that, if a medical question is involved, you need a 
medical expert. 

But the jurors in the Thaw case say that they were 
not influenced by the expert testimony. I don’t be- 
lieve it. I have had jurors tell me that such and such 
evidenee had no effect on them. Too much weight 
should not be given to such assertions. Who of us 
ean say exactly just what was influential with us 
when we have reached a conclusion necessarily in- 
volving a wide complexity of argument? I think 
these jurors unconsciously delude themselves. 

Why not banish the expert alienist from the witness 
stand and have a permanent board of alienists, ap- 
pointed by the Governor, to pass on all questions of 
mental condition arising in criminal cases? We 
have too many officials already, too much restriction 
in the matter of discussion in the courts. Authori- 
tative commissions are dangerous, in that they still 
further limit the freedom that is needed in such 
matters. It is the very clash of expert opinion in a 
trial that helps a jury—just as the clash of archi- 
tects helps the prospective house builder in settling 
on the plans for his future home. All this would be 
done away with should an alienist commission be 
permanently established. 


THE PRESENT SYSTEM 


McIntyre.* 


in our courts, but I am strongly of the belief that re- 
cent experiences in criminal trials have shown this 


*Mr. McIntyre has been a member of the N. Y. Legislature; counsel to the Comp- 
troller, and was for many years chief Assistant District Attorney of New York County, 
in which position he prosecuted many important criminal cases. 








THE AMERICAN LAWYER 313 


testimony to be entirely unsatisfactory and unre- 
liable. It is high time, therefore, to inaugurate the 
most radical kind of reform in this matter, a reform 
that will not stop short of banishing the alienist from 
the courts altogether. 

Speaking out of my own experience, I doubt very 
much whether the average jury pays any attention 
to the testimony of the alienist. In most of the im- 
portant cases that I prosecuted as Assistant District 
Attorney I was told by the jurors, after the trials 
were concluded, that the testimony of the experts 
was thrown out as unworthy of their consideration, 
while they relied entirely upon their own good judg- 
ment and common sense in reaching a verdict. That 
is the attitude of jurymen generally, and it was so 
specifically in the Thaw trial. 

Whatever reforms may be undertaken in this mat- 
ter, some little attention should be paid to its histori- 
eal aspect. In Greece, in the days of Hippocrates, 
whenever there was a dispute in the courts as to a 
man’s sanity the question was taken out of the hands 
of the Judges and left to the recognized head of the 
medical profession, or to one of his appointed rep- 
resentatives. The decision of the latter was final. 
Later on, in Rome, in the Justinian Codes and Pan- 
dects, there was provision made for a board of in- 
quiry, which was empowered to pass on the mental 
status of all criminals. The verdict of this board was 
then read to the Dikastes, a body of thirty or forty 
men, whose judicial function was analogous to that 
exercised by our juries, and became an important 
factor in the formation of their opinion. This method 
was continued throughout the Roman law, and was 
incorporated in the Napoleonic Code. 

The present system commenced when the Judges of 
England asked the House of Lords for a definition of 
legal insanity. After a long debate, the Lords re- 
plied that legal insanity was a mental condition that 
excluded the discrimination between right and wrong 
and rendered the accused person incapable of deter- 
mining the nature or quality of his acts. After this 
memorable decision the English courts began to tol- 
erate expert testimony bearing on the mental condi- 
tion of persons on trial. In those days alienists were 
not called experts, but simply ‘‘men learned in medi- 
cine,’’ and they were supposed to take an absolutely 
unpartisan view of the matters which were laid be- 
fore them. 

It is well to remember, also, that the original view 
of insanity, held by the House of Lords, was quite 
different from that in vogue in our courts to-day. 
The insane man was the man who killed without a mo- 
tive, who did not stop to choose his weapons, who 
could not reason about and plan his acts, but who 
was, in every sense of the word, entirely irrespon- 
sible. Only a total deprivation of his reason, not a 
partial one, could furnish adequate excuse for a man 


who came within the shadow of the criminal code. 
There was very little opportunity for the confusing 
quibbles on the subject which have become possible 


in our courts through a too vague definition of in- 
sanity. 


This first admission of expert alienists on the wit- 
ness stand in England has developed to the condition 
which exists here to-day when, judging by my own 
experience, these alienists have become partisans. | 
intend no reflection on the integrity of these men; in 
faet, I think it only natural for them to lean to one 
side or to the other, and thus to color their testi- 
mony unconsciously in the direction where their own 
interests lie. But the fact that this bias does exist 
discredits the whole system of alienist testimony, and 
suggests that it be abandoned. I suggest, further- 
more, that we abandon the procedure originating in 
England, and go back, instead, to a modification of 
the Greek and Roman method of judging from au- 
thoritative alienism. 


For these reasons and with this precedent in mind, 
I advocate the creation of a State board composed of 
men of the highest ability in alienism, or neurology. 
The appointment of this board I would vest in the 
Governor, and I would make it a permanent body. 
To this board would be referred all questions relat- 
ing to the mental condition of persons accused of 
crime. Furthermore, and this is a most important 
point, this board should have the power in the first 
instance to send for witnesses and to examine them 
on the facts bearing on the accused person’s mental 
condition. It should also be vested with the author- 
ity to make a physical examination of the accused 
persons coming before it. The evidence thus 
taken before this board I would not have 
controlled by the strict rules in vogue in such mat- 
ters. In this connection I think the proposed board 
should enjoy the widest scope, admitting any evi- 
dence that it might consider would tend to clear up 
any question, remote or direct, bearing on the sanity 
of the accused. With all the evidence before it, this 
board would then formulate a definite, final report, 
which would then be placed before the court and 
given to the jury as an authoritative statement. In 
no case would I have the alienists composing the 
board placed on the witness stand. There would be 
no alienist testimony, in the present meaning given 
to the term. 


The.prineipal trouble to-day lies in the hypotheti- 
cal question which is sometimes submitted to the ex- 
pert by the prosecution, sometimes by the defense. 
This question ean be so framed as to make the most 
honest expert testify that the sanest man living is 
insane. Frequently subjective symptoms are intro- 
duced in a hypothetical question that are founded on 
perjurious testimony, such symptoms undoubtedly 
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tending to establish insanity. The expert is then 
confronted with some such verbal twist as this: 

‘* Assuming the facts in the hypothetical question 
to be true, will you say with certainty that A—Z, at 
the time of the shooting, was sane or insane?’’ 

This allows no loophole of escape for the unfortu- 
nate doctor, who is constrained to say, under his oath, 
that a sane man is insane, or vice versa, his opinion 
being based on the testimony of others, which may 
be one tissue of falsehoods, and is evidently so to 
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every one in the court room. In other words, the 
hypothetical question is a mere trap for the alienist 
who is forced on the witness stand. 

The Board of Alienists that I have suggested, by 
eliminating the expert from the witness chair, would 
do away absolutely with all this confusing and mis- 
leading testimony, and would make it possible for a 
jury to touch the real truth of a medical question 
without having to pierce through a maze of subtle 
sophistries. 


TOWARD REFORM 


By CuLarKk BELL, President Medico-Legal Society. 
From advance sheets “Medico-Legal Journal.” 


The salvation of the system of expert evidence, 
especially as relating to criminal cases, where hu- 
man life is in the balance, is at stake, and only legis- 
lative action can prevent its elimination from our 
criminal procedure. It is only by arousing public 
sentiment and public opinion to the exigencies of 
the situation, that we can expect or even hope for 
any deliverance. 

The degradation to which it has sunk, especially 
in the recent trial of Thaw, is one of the most de- 
plorable phases of the subject. It is well to look the 
question fairly in the face. 

Judges do not at all consider the medical witness 
as an important factor, and juries do not pretend 
to regard it at all, or pay any heed to it, and they 
do not hesitate to so state, publicly, from their seats 
as Jurymen. As the law now stands and as the evi- 
dence comes to the jury, it is of no value whatever, 
and the juries are perfectly justified in their refusal 
to even consider it. 

In the mind of the great public, it is fast coming 
to be universally accepted as a fact, that the paid 
medical expert swears for the side that engages and 
compensates him. 

It is incredible that the medical profession has 
fallen into such a horrible abyss as all this implies. 

We feel that the good and true men, of that noble 
profession, do not desire to rest under such a 
criticism, and ought not to be forced, and put to the 
blush, by the acts of those in high places, who have 
helped to produce the condition which now exists, 
and who are entitled to the odium, which now rests 
on the whole profession, because of the sins and 
cupidity of the few. 

A law abolishing the hypothetical question, as a 
factor in criminal cases, might well be styled a law 
to diminish the volume of perjury in such cases by 
medical witnesses. Medical men are like other men. 
They do not deserve the odium which rests upon 
their profession. 

They are not untruthful or dishonorable and they, 
as a whole, should not consent that such a state of 
public distrust should continue. 


The fault is in the system itself, and not in the 
profession of medicine. 

The law should be so amended as to make such 
scandalous conflicts of opinion impossible, upon what 
the public and the juries consider as an identical 
question. 

All counsel know that medical men are not as a 
rule willing to swear to an opinion they do not en- 
tertain. 

The high minded and clean medical expert does 
not hesitate to say confidentially to the counsel who 
calls him after he has gone over the case, ‘‘ You need 
not call me in that case, my evidence would not bene- 
fit your client.’’ 

The Medico-Legal Society has taken up the question 
with energy, and will endeavor to bring it to a hear- 
ing, and some result. 

At the last meeting of the society the president 
was directed to name a committee to consider the 
whole subject, to whom all the communications made 
or to be made were ordered to be referred. 

Chief Judge L. A. Emery, of Maine, has accepted 
the chairmanship of that committee. 

Chancellor John R. Nicholson, of the Supreme 
Bench of the State of Delaware; Judge Charles G. 
Garrison, of the Supreme Bench of New Jersey, and 
John W. Rowell, Chief Justice of the Supreme Court 
of Vermont, consent to take seats on that committee. 

Eminent men of the Bench of the Supreme Court 
of several States have been invited to act upon it, and 
it is now in process of formation. 

Contributions from many sources have been 
solicited to be sent so that they can reach this com- 
mittee and their report will come in after the sum- 
mer vacation in the fall, for the consideration and 
action of the Medico-Legal Society, so that it can 
reach the State Legislatures of the several States, the 
bar associations, the eminent men of the two pro- 
fessions of law and medicine and the ablest medical 
and medico-legal jurists and experts, to see if some 
relief cannot be found for that condition of degrada- 
tion into which medical expert evidence has now 
confessedly fallen. 
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The Influence of Railroad Decisions in Corporation Law 


By RicHarp SELDEN Harvey.* 


Part I. 
HOW THIS INFLUENCE AROSE. 


The evolution of Corporation Law is a theme 
which will doubtless engage future jurists and text 
writers, but we are by no means certain that this 
department of judicature is so far advanced toward 
its maturity and prime as to mark the present 
time as ripe for such a definitive study. 

Some part of the subject, however, may safely 
and properly be undertaken now, and to this end 
we will treat of the effect of railroad decisions in 
accomplishing the progress already attained. 

Prior to the advent of the railroad, turnpikes 
and canals were constructed by private capital for 
public use, but their scope was by ng means so 
extensive as their successor, and their influence in 
the legal world was proportionately small. 

The railroad at once sprang into importance. Its 
spread was not a slow growth, but it advanced 
by leaps and bounds. Reaching almost immediately 
to and beyond the confines of the individual State, 
it expanded into the adjoining territory of Canada 
and Mexico, so that the doctrines of International 
Law were at once involved in the questions that 
arose. 

The same aggressive force that compelled the at- 
tention of the courts by reason of this overlapping 
of State boundaries, displayed itself with equal 
positiveness in other ways. The new field of effort 
thus created entailed a new type of person to meet 
and overcome the difficulties which presented them- 
selves. 

The ‘‘railroad man’’ was recognized as something 
different from the general run. Bold, aggressive, 
fearless in danger—the presence of unbridged rivers, 
of mountains, deserts, of wild animals and savage 
tribes, seemed only created to add zest to his en- 
thusiasm and to provide a deeper sense of satis- 
faction when the sound of the locomotive at length 
marked the accomplishment of his daring attempt 
to subdue nature. In the earlier enterprises, United 
States cavalry at times escorted the road builders 
to ward off attacks by Indians, and at least one 


road maintained a corps of riflemen to destroy the . 


beaver that made each culvert the starting place 
of a lake. 

But however great the interest which gathers 
around the careers of those pioneers in the era of 
railroad construction, it was in the nature of things 
mundane that at length their hardships and limita- 


tions should give way to the progress they them- 
selves instituted and installed, and that size and 
permanence should mark the later stage of rail- 
roads building, as daring had been the characteris- 
tie feature of its initial period. 

Strange as it may at first sight appear, all this 
skill and perseverance under difficulties was destined 
to produce less marked records in legal annals than 
a certain other feature which was contemporaneous 
with those struggles, and rather a hindrance than 
an encouragement to those useful labors. 

Fired by the prospect of quick profits and stimu- 
lated by the grants of land and money which were 
proffered from State and National treasuries, a class 
of speculators sprang into existence that made the 
promotion of railroad enterprises their specific field. 

And when the ardor for railroad building had 
somewhat abated and the demand was equal to the 
needs of the population and the business interests 
requiring to be served, these ‘‘captains of industry”’ 
entered upon a series of combination, which is even 
yet in progress in our midst. Opportunities for 
secret manipulation and for corresponding and re- 
sultant secret profits were a constant incentive to 
the violation of the code of fair dealing elsewhere 
observed in the business affairs of the Nation, and 
an era of railroad ‘‘wrecking’’ and of enforced sales 
by small holders to powerful interests was insti- 
tuted, to the lasting disgrace of our age. 

In some instances (and these were altogether too 
few in number) the injured party appealed to the 
courts for redress, and from that source, in the 
main, has developed the system of decisions which 
now regulates and controls the management and 
the combination of corporations generally. It is 
hardly too much to say that the influence of Je- 
cisions in railroad matters, in delimiting the powers 
of directors and officers of corporations and in 
regulating the internal management of corporate 
affairs, has been, and bids fair to remain, the domi- 
nant factor. Instances of this important influence 
are so numerous and so recent that it is useless to 
anticipate the province of the later argument hy 
naming any now. 

If the facts are as above set forth, no apology is 
required for collating and grouping together these 
decisions; it is rather a source of wonder and sur- 
prise that their relative value and significance his 
not been the subject of more general and earlier 
treatment as a distinct and suggestive department, 
or, at least, feature, of Corporation Law. 


*{In view of the general interest in corporations, and particularly in railroads, as 
evidenced by litigations and investigations now pending, the article by Mr. Harvey 
will be appreciated by the profession.—EpirTok. | 
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Parr II. 
DECISIONS IN RAILROAD CASES. 

Turning from the promise of performance as al- 
ready set forth, we realize the burden which our task 
now casts upon us. In reliance upon such promise, 
the reader is justified in demanding that enough shall 
be shown to prove that if all decisions concerning cor 
porations were destroyed, excepting only railroad 
eases, sufficient material would remain to reconstruct 
the framework of corporation law as it exists to-day, 
and to revive the study of that substantive department 
of law. 

To establish, if we can, the correctness of our posi- 
tion, and to carry out our plan, we now present the 
following extracts and authorities generally. 

DEFINITIONS. 

Unless the modern reader is to fall into an error 
equal to that of the Alexandrine school of philoso- 
phers—it is requisite and necessary to define the na- 
ture and scope of a corporation, at the very outset 
of our theme. 

Perhaps the well-known definition by Lord Coke 
is still the clearest: 

‘*An artificial being, invisible, intangible and exist- 
ing only in contemplation of law.’’ 
in Railroad Co. vs. Nicholas, 98 Ala., 92, 
is found a gem of brevity which is perhaps of equal 
value: ‘‘A collective body composed of different 


However, 


persons. ”’ 

Chief Justice Church, in Abbott vs. Johnstown, etc., 
R. R. Co., 80 N. Y., 27, has set out the distinctive 
nature of the railroad itself, in language which is 
intended to emphasize the duty of those corporations 
to the State: 

‘‘The creation of a corporation to construct and 
operate a railroad is the exercise of sovereign power, 
and includes the grant of an important franchise; 
such corporations have power to exercise the right 
of eminent domain and various rights and privileges 
not possessed by natural persons, in return for which 
they are placed under obligations to perform certain 
duties to the public.’’ 

Somewhat playfully, but none the less logically and 
with convincing effect, Mr. Justice Greer, in Marshall 
vs. Baltimore & Ohio R. R. Co., 57 U.S. (16 Howard), 
314, refers to the supposed ‘‘intangible’’ nature of 
the corporation, and remarks that such a corporate 
body is a very real thing when met in the course of 
litigation or otherwise. 

In the quaint language of State vs. Morris & Essex 
R. R., 23 N. J. Law, 369: 

‘If a corporation has itself no hands with which 
to strike, it may employ the hands of others.’’ 


INCORPORATION. 
Much research and some legal acumen might be 
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exercised in tracing the evolution of the modern 
method of incorporation under a permissive statute 
instead of through the special franchise which, within 
the recollection of many, was the necessary means of 
instituting any incorporated body. 

What has been well said in the text-writers and 
substantiated in numerous decisions of courts of last 
resort may be passed by in these paragraphs, with 
less comment than would be accorded to it in an ex- 
haustive treatise, where the interest of the topic would 
naturally lead to elaborate analysis and study. 

Mr. Spelling, in his work on Corporations, section 
30, has condensed the subject in a few words: ‘‘Gen- 
eral incorporation-acts usually specify the contents 
of the instrument to be executed and filed, and also 
specify the power which the corporations organized 
under their provisions may possess and exercise. Such 
an instrument answers, in all respects, the purpose 
of a special charter and should contain only such 
facts as the State requires.”’ 

This method of incorporating is so well approved 
and is now so generally prescribed by constitution or 
statute, that the subject has become of only historic 
interest and value; and accordingly railroads and 
other public utilities, have not been productive of 
decisions on that point. 

Nor will we discuss with Kyd (vol. 1, p. 13), or 
the other early writers, the nice distinctions that 
exist between charter, grant and franchise, where 
those terms are applied to corporate rights. 

If decisions thereon exist they should be permitted 
to accumulate dust rather than to occupy the thoughts 
of active practitioners. 

When, however, we pass beyond this arid region 
of useless-study and turn our attention in the direction 
of the effect of those chartered powers on the State 
which granted them and on the investors who relied 
upon them, we are at once struck with the frequency 


and animation with which courts have entered into 
the subject. 


A. The Charter Is a Contract. 

The charter is the law of the contract between the 

corporation and the subseriber to its stock. 
Mississippi O. & R. R. Co. vs. Cross, 20 Ark., 
443. 

A charter of incorporation is a contract by the 
State granting it, within the United States Consti- 
tution. 

New Orleans, Jackson & G. N. R. Co. vs. 
Harris, 5 Cushman (27 Miss.), 517. 

Justice David Davis of the United States Supreme 

Court says: ‘‘It has been so often decided by this 


court that a charter of incorporation granted by a 
State creates a contract between the State and the 
corporators which the State cannot violate, that it 











would be a work of supererogation to repeat the rea- 
sons upon which the argument is founded.’’ 
Wilmington R. R. vs. Reid, 13 Wallace (80 
U. 8.), 264. 

Nor will we attempt to ‘‘adorn the rose’’ which has 
bloomed so luxuriantly in the pages of the reports. 
Those who seek for further light upon the basie prin- 
ciple of the contract contained in the charter, may 
refer to Bouvier’s Institutes, See. 184, the exhaustive 
opinions appearing in the Dartmouth College Case, 
4th Wheaton, 517, or Blackstone, 2nd Comm., 37 
and 484. 

The decisions and text writers in this point are 
simply declaratory of an idea old as the Magna 
Charter, and founded on reason and good sense. 


B. Scope of Charter. 

Wherever and whenever this creating act has trans- 
pired,—the new entity is entitled to take its place as 
a factor in the business life of the community, and it 
acquires a domicil and the right to recognition by the 
courts and the authorities generally. 


A corporation of Utah is a citizen of the State. 
Postal Teleg. Cable Co. vs. Oregon Short 
Line R. R. Co., 23 Utah, 474. 

A corporation once created by the State becomes 
‘*an artificial person’’ and thereafter is to be treated, 
so far as practicable, as a natural person. 

Richmond F. & P. R. R. Co. vs. City of 
Richmond, 26 Grattan (Va.), 83. 

‘*A corporation has a legal existence and is a legal 

entity, distinct from its stockholders and creditors.”’ 
Farmers’ Loan and Trust Co. vs. N. Y. & 
N. H. Co., 150 N.Y., 410. 

Nor is this personality to be exercised exclusively 
in the confines of a single state; the powers may be 
jointly conferred by two or more States, and in any 
event those powers will be recognized and enforced 
as if pertaining to natural persons. 


Two States have the power of acting concurrently 
to create a single corporation. 

Platt vs. N. Y. & Boston R. R. Co., 25 
Conn., 567. 

Chief Justice Teney, in Bank of Augusta vs. 
Earle, 13 Pet., 588, says of a corporation: ‘‘Its resi- 
dence in one State ereates no insuperable objection to 
its contracting in another’’; and this language, in 
turn, is cited and approved in 

Union Braneh R. R. Co. vs. East Tenn., etce., 
R. R. Co., 14 Ga., 327. 
‘*Corporations, in this country, are treated as 
aving demiciles or residences, in determining the 
question of jurisdiction as between the States and the 
U. S. ecourfs, and also upon general principles.”’ 
Aspinwall vs. The Ohio & N. R. R. Co., 20 
Indiana, 492. 
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The Federal courts, by reason of this general juris- 
diction and their consequent wideness of view, are 
doubtless qualified to afford the final word on this im- 
portant point. 

While the language is somewhat conflicting, the 
right of corporations to transact interstate business 
is distinetly reeognized in each of the following de- 
cisions. 

A consolidated corporation which bears the same 
name in three States and has one board of directors 
and the same shareholders, and operates the road as 
one entire line, and is designed to accomplish the 
same purpose, and exercises the same general cor- 
porate powers in all the States, is not the same cor- 
poration in each State. The owner of all the stock 
and bonds of a corporation does not own the corpora- 
tion property. 

Where a corporation has been legally held by a 
proper court to be a resident of a particular State, 
such decision is binding upon Federal courts. 

Fitzgerald vs. Missouri Pac. Ry. Co., 45 Fed. 
Rep., 812. 

A railroad corporation which, though made of dis- 
tinet corporations, chartered by the legislatures of 
different States, has a capital stock which is a unit and 
only one set of stockholders, who have an interest, by 
virtue of their ownership of the stock, in all of its 
property elsewhere,—has a domicil in each state, and 
the corporations or shareholders can, in the absence 
of any statutory provision, do the corporate business 
in any one State, so as to bind the corporation as to 
its property elsewhere. 

Graham vs. Boston, ete., R. R. Co., 108 U. S., 
161. 


C. Such Powers, Once Fixed, Cannot be Changed 
without Consent of Members of Corporation. 


Changes in the business originally contemplated in 
the act of corporation require the consent of stock- 
holders. 

Hartford & N. H. R. R. Co. vs. Cresswell, 5 
Hil) (N. Y.), 383. 

This is declaratory of the principle set forth by Jus- 
tice Ingraham in the leading ease of Blatchford vs. 
Ross, 5 Abbs. Pr. N. S., 434, and in Livingston vs. 
Lynch, 4 Johns, Ch. (N. Y.), 373, and in other early 
cases. 

A change in the amount of capital stock of the cor- 
poration may be authorized by a law passed subse- 
quent to the charter, ‘‘but such law should regularly 
be accepted by the _ stockholders.”” * * * 
‘‘Changes in the purpose and object of an associa- 
tion, or in the extent of its constituency or member- 
ship, involving the amount of its capital stock, are 
necessarily fundamental in their character, and can 
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not, on general principles, be made without the ex- 
press or implied consent of the members.’’ 

Action by the directors, taken alone, is not suffi- 
cient. ‘‘It would change the relative influence, con- 
trol and profit of each member. If the directors 
alone could do it they could perpetrate their own 
power. * * * ‘*To change the relative amount of 
stock without the consent of associates would be to 
commit the shareowners to an enterprise which their 
plans never embraced, and such action would be 
manifestly unjust.’’ 

Opinion by Justice Bradley in Railway Co. 
vs. Allerton, 85 U. 8., 233. 

This principle must not, however, be so rigidly ap- 
‘plied in practice, as to restrict the usefulness of the 
corporations: A charter may be so altered as to make 
it different in detail, so long as the general identity 
of the corporation remains. 

Atty. Gen. vs. R. R. Co., 35 Wisconsin, 425. 

The following extract is from a characteristic opin- 
ion by Justice Black and presents the matter in his 
trenchant style: ‘‘The power which is given to the 
legislature by the Constitution cannot be taken away 
by rules of court.’’ 

Erie, ete., R. R. Co. vs. Carey, 26 Pa. St. 
Rep., 287. 

In general, an implied power of the corporation 
must be one which is ‘‘directly and immediately ap- 
propriate to the execution of the specific powers.’’ 

People ex rel. Moloney vs. Pullman Palace 
Car Co., 175 Ill, 125. 

These powers have been under discussion in the 
English and Canadian courts, usually as connected 
with the subject of ultra vires. 


A corporation is warranted in pursuing objects 


which are ‘‘expressed in the charter or such as are 
reasonably incidental thereto.’’ 
Lloyd vs. E. & N. A. R. R. Co., 18 N. B. 
(2nd P. & B.), 194. 
Charlebois vs. Dunlap, 26 Canada Supreme 
Court Rep., 221. 

Acts which are fairly incidental to those things 
which have been authorized by the charter ought not 
to be held as ultra vires. 

Atty. Gen. vs. Great Eastern Ry., Vol. V. 
App. Cases, 473-478. 

It is said sometimes that privileges not expressly 

granted to a corporation in a charter are withheld. 
Becker vs. Sunbury, etc., R. R. Co., 7 Har- 
ris (Pa.), 211. 

Concerning the duration of a charter, it is a well 
established doctrine that a corporation once created, 
cannot cease to exist by non-use or mis-use; but it 
must end its existence either by limitation of time, or 
by judicial termination. 

State ex rel. City of Spartanburg vs. The 
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Spartanburg, etc., Ry. Co., 51 So. Car. 
Rep., 129. 


CoRPORATE RIGHTS AND POWERS. 


These rights, in their application to individual 
shareholders have been designated and defined in 
various text-writers, and are usually stated to consist 
of the right to have due notice of and to vote at 
meetings; to receive dividends from net earnings; to 
receive a certificate of ownership of its shares; to as- 
sign and transfer the same, and to have the transfer 
noted on the books of the corporation; to receive rec- 
ognition by the courts, and protection when required ; 
and to compel the corporation to confine itself to the 
purposes for which it was created. 

Some of these rights and privileges of the individ- 
ual member in the corporate body will be considered 
at a later place, when the fiduciary relationship of 
the majority and the directors and officers is before 
us for our attention; but the limitations on the exer- 
cise of corporate powers in the corporation itself 
should not be entirely passed by, especially as they 
have been treated of in a manner both interesting and 
instructive, in certain leading railroad cases. 

Perhaps the following will suffice, where many 
others of almost equal importance, could be adduced. 

‘*A railroad corporation must be governed by the 
law which creates it, and by those legislative enact- 
ments which in terms apply to it.’’ 

Ryan vs. Vallandingham, 7 Ind., 416 (Syl- 
labus). 

All powers of a corporation must be derived from 
some action of the legislative department of the gov- 
ernment. 

State of Florida vs. Florida C. R. R. Co., 15 
Fla., 690. 

The powers of a corporation organized under leg- 
islative statutes are such and only such as those stat- 
utes confer. 

Thomas vs. Railroad Co., 101 U. §S., 71. 

It is well settled that a corporation has no implied 
power to change the amount of its capital as pre- 
scribed by its charter, and that all attempts to do so 
are void. 

Mechanics’ Bank vs. N. Y. and N. H. R. R. 
Co., 13 N. Y., 599, 
cited to the above effect in 
Scoville vs. Thayer, 105 U. §S., 143. 

A railroad corporation cannot, even with the as- 
sent of all the stockholders, legally enter into a con- 
tract involving the application of any portion of its 
funds to purpose foreign to those for which it was 
incorporated. 

East Anglian Ry. Co. vs. The Eastern 
Counties Ry. Co., 11 C. B. (old series), 
775. 
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Bagslow vs. The Eastern Union Ry. Co., 2 

MecNaght & G., 389. 

Where a charter of a corporation authorized it to 
build a bridge and it found one already built that 
answered its purpose, and the corporation bought 
such bridge instead of building one,—the purchase was 
held to be intra vires and valid. This holding was 
based upon the argument that such purchase was a 
reasonable use of the powers of a corporation, and 
that the main thing was to equip the company to 
carry on its business. 

Thompson vs. N. Y. & H. R. R. Co., 3 Sandf. 
(N. Y¥.), Ch. 625. 

With regard to certificates of shares of stock, we 
find the following not very important decisions, 
which we append on a quantum meruit. 

A certificate of stock is only a convenient voucher. 

Johnson vs. Albany & Susquehanna Ry. 
Co., 40 How. (N. Y.), 196. 

Railroad securities which contain special stipula- 
tions and are subject to contingencies not within the 
control of the stockholders, become non-negotiable in- 
struments and are subject to equities when in the 
hands of a transferee. 

McClelland vs. N. 8. R. R. Co., 110 N. Y., 
469. 

The power to make by-laws for the internal regu- 
lation of the corporation’s affairs is inherent in the 
very nature of the corporate body, but this power is 
subject to certain qualifying duties to the State and 
to its creditors and its individual members. 

By-laws differ from regulations in this, viz.: That 
by-laws bind members only; regulations affect per- 
sons who deal with the corporation and have notice 
thereof. 

Hadencamp vs. Second Ave. Ry., 1 Sweeney 
(N. Y.), 490. 

Provisions in statutes and by-laws requiring the 
election of directors and officers of corporations on a 
specified day, are regarded as directory merely; the 
election, if not held on the regular day, may be held 
at a later day, and the directors then chosen, if there 
be no other irregularity or infirmity in their title, 
will be directors de jure. 

Vanderbergh vs. Broadway R. R. Co., 29 
Hun. (N. Y.), 348; 
cited by Judge Earl in Beardsley vs. Johnson, 121 
N. Y., 224. 

In re Long Island R. R. Co., 19 Wend. (N. Y.), 
37, Chief Justice Nelson has said: ‘‘ The corporation 
possesses the power to make by-laws not inconsistent 
with any existing law for the management of its af- 
fairs.’” * * * ‘*So strict is this salutary princi- 
ple of subjection in England that even a by-law, in 
pursuance of an express power in a charter granted 
by the King, is void if contrary to the common law.”’ 
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In concluding these references to corporate 
‘*Rights,’’ it is exceedingly useful and suggestive to 
dwell for a moment upon the right of a corporate 
body to come before the courts, not as a supplicant, 
nor yet as an object of sufferance, but with all the in- 


‘herent advantage attached to the privilege to travel 


that road to protection or redress. It is, in brief, in 
such an attitude that the corporation assumes and as- 
serts its right to be esteemed a person,—artificial, it 


is true,—and yet a legal entity, which can command 
all the machinery of organized society, in carrying out 
the career which the State, by the act of creation, has 


rendered possible. The maxim, qui fecit, custodat, ap- 
plies, and we behold the rounded and completed 
scheme, wherein and whereby the creature is received 
and encircled behind the protecting egis of the cre 
ator, t.e., the State. In this instance the ‘‘egis’’ is 
the Constitution of the United States. 

‘‘Due process of law’’ means that every State must 
provide means whereby any party seeking to have his 
or its ‘‘day in court,’’ may do so, and thereby secure 
a fair judicial investigation of the facts involved in 
the particular case. 

Telegraph Co. vs. Ry. Co., 9 Biss. (U. 8.), 9. 

‘**Due process of law’ applies to corporations as 
well as to individuals, and both are equally entitled 
to an opportunity to be heard and to have their ‘day 
in court.’ ”’ 

San Mateo County vs. Southern Pacific R. 

R. Co., 13 Fed. Rep., 722. 


AGENTS. 


There are other topics, such as ‘‘Meetings,’’ which 
might be taken up and discussed at this point; but 
it is our intention to keep to only those subjects 
which have been particularly affected by railroad in- 
fluence in corporation law. Where the subject is con- 
ventional and it appears to have been worked out 
through other influences, that subject will not be con- 
sidered here. 

Returning to the initial topic, ‘‘Agency,’’ it may 
be safely affirmed that the principle that corporations 
are responsible for the tortious as well as contractual 
acts of agents, seems to have first been definitely set- 
tled and declared in railroad cases. 

A corporation which publishes false and malicious 
statements concerning the capacity and skill of a me- 
chanie is liable for the libelous act. 

Phila., ete., R. R. vs. Quigley, 21 How. 
(U. S.), 202. 

Justice Whitner, in a comparatively early case, 
reached a similar result: 

‘*By a reference to Grant’s ‘Treatise,’ quite an ar- 
ray of cases are cited against railway companies, 
banks and other corporations, as having been sus- 
tained in English and American courts, recognizing 


”? 





320 THE 

the principle generally that a corporation is liable in 

tort for the tortious act of their agents, thus placing 

the corporation in such respect very much on the 
same footing as individuals.’’ 

Main vs. North Eastern R. R. Co., 12 Rich. 

Law (S. C.), 

citing, Yarborough vs. Bank of England, 16 East, 6. 


R92 ° 


‘‘Ever since the decision in St. Louis, A. & C. R. 
Co. vs. Dolby, 19 Ill, 353, it has been regarded as set- 
tled law that if the wrongful act of the agent is per- 
petrated while ostensibly discharging duties within 
the scope of the corporate purposes, the corporation 
may be liable to vindictive damages.’’ 

Decision by Justice Seofield in Singer Mfg. 


Co. vs. Holdfodt, 86 Ill, 454. 


A eorporation, like any natural person, is responsi- 
ble for the acts of its agents. Numerous cases carry 
this rule to the extent of making corporations liable 
for the torts as well as for the contractual acts of 
such agent. 

Western Maryland R. R. Co. vs. 
Md., 36. 

In nearly all the cases declaratory as to the above 
rule, it will be found that the decision in Riddle vs. 
The Proprietors of the Locks and Canals in the Mer- 
rimac River, 7 Mass. Reps., 186, is cited. 
to railroad 


Butt, 60 


It is akin 
the 
pioneer authority to the effect that cases in tort can 
be maintained against corporations. 

Basie principles are often difficult to prove, because 
courts have assumed the existence thereof as axiom- 


cases in its subject-matter, and is 


atic, and have confined their decisions to the treat- 
ment of less obvious truths. 
Perhaps the following may be shown, to prove an 
almost obvious principle: 
A railroad company may appoint agents for the 
accomplishment of its purposes. 
Ala. and T. R. R. Co. vs. Kidd, 29 Ala. 


A corporation may by mere vote or other corporate 


991. 


,_ 


act, not under corporate seal, appoint an agent whose 
acts and contracts, within the scope of his authority, 
will be binding upon the corporation. 
Kitchen vs. Cape Girardeau and §. L. R. 
Co., 59 Mo., 514. 


A voluntary agreement among stockholders of a 
railroad corporation perpetually vesting in trustees 
the right to vote the stock at all meetings of the cor- 
poration, is absolutely void as contrary to public 
policy and in violation of law. * * * Even if 
such an agency were valid, it would amount to noth- 
ing more than a proxy to trustees, revocable at will. 

Opinion by Presiding Justice Stowes, in 
Vanderbilt vs. Bennett, 6 Penn. County 
Court Rep., 193. 
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Thus it will be seen that the law in this as else- 
where, ‘‘is in all things practicable.’’ 

In brief, the rule of trusteeship is potent so long 
as it conserves and protects the right; when it over- 
laps that boundary, it ceases to be enforced by the 
courts. 


THe Fipuctary Capacity INVOLVED IN THE CONTROL. 


While the statement of this equitable rule and 
principle seems to-day one of the common-places of 
Equity Law, on which we do not propose to spend 
more than a very few paragraphs in the bare state- 
ment of its existence and extent,—still it is the result 
of more hard-fought battles than any other estab- 
lished legal ruling. Fraud, oppression and power, 
armed with great riches and drunk with the wine 
of adulation and success, have thought and sought 
to turn aside, or, at least, to dull the edge of the 
sword of justice, with what results we shall soon 
ascertain. 

Meantime we are wandering afield and must re- 
turn to the pathway which leads us to the solution 
of what constitutes the fiduciary power which the 
courts have coupled with the faet of corporate con- 
trol. In way of accomplishing this purpose, we ap- 
pend the decisions that follow: 

Whether in a strict sense a director of a corpora- 
tion is to be called a trustee or not, there can be no 
doubt that his character is fiduciary. 

Hoyle vs. Plattsburg R. R. Co., 54 N. Y., 
314. 

Nor is this responsibility confined to officers and di- 
rectors; the burden is shared by the controlling stock- 
interest, which elects the directors and officers who 
manage the corporation. 

A majority of the stockholders cannot manipulate 
the business of the company so as to injure the mi- 
nority stockholders. 

Mayer vs. Staten Island Ry. Co., 7 St. Rep. 
(N. Y.), 245. 

This fiduciary relationship, in the apt language of 
Mr. Justice Black, ‘‘is sustained, not only by a eur- 
rent, but by a torrent of decisions.’’ 

It will be useless to argue as to the fact, when the 
resultant circumstances, due to the existence of that 
fact, are all about and concern and engage us. The 
result,—which affects in equal degree directors, offi- 
cers and the stock control,—is contained in this de- 
cision from the English reports: 

Directors cannot enter into contracts with the Com- 
pany to profit by their directorship. 

Aberdeen Ry. vs. Blaikie, 1st Macqueen H. 
L., 461. 

Having inspected the foundation, let us next sur- 

vey the situation generally and note the height to 
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which learned Lord Chancellors in England and dis- 
tinguished Judges of Equity Courts in America, have 
builded the protective structure. 


EQuiTABLE CONTROL, IN RESTRAINT OF OPPRESSION. 


It has beer’ observed in the works of De Tocqueville, 
that the American Republic is in its last analysis, a 
government by the courts. Certainly, the judicial 
privilege of seting aside legislation which controverts 
the Constitution, lends color to such an opinion, and 
opens an interesting field for discussion. 

While the subject generally does not concern us 

now, there is a close analogy between the revisory 
power thus vested in our courts and the equitable 
control whereby those courts review acts of business 
corporations and undo those acts, where fraud or op- 
pression is disclosed. Both functions are salutary; in 
fact, the latter phase of judicial scrutiny is far more 
dwelt upon in these days, when the principal consti- 
tutional rulings have been recognized and accepted as 
the law of the land; whereas questions of corporate 
management are still being litigated along lines where 
ethics and statutory requirements leave a wide bor- 
der-land for judicial determination of the exact boun- 
daries of correct business dealings. 
_ While much remains, much has been accomplished ; 
and the work has progressed so far that many acts 
which have passed unchallenged in former times are 
now prohibited or are made the occasion for instant 
redress. 

This supervision by equity, in the main, has been 
exercised to fit the requirements of three forms of 
abuse which have been developed by the opportunities 
for unfair advantage under the condition which pre- 
vail in modern business corporations. 


A. Oppression by the Owners of the Majority of the 
Capital Stock. 


Where the Court could see clearly that an abuse of 
power was threatened or effected, its fiats have been 
enunciated in no uncertain terms. 

A majority of the stockholders will not be permit- 
ted to so manipulate the business of the corporation 
in their own interests as to work injury to the others. 

Mayer vs. Staten Island Ry. Co., 7 St. Rep. 
(N. Y.), 245. 

A majority of the stockholders cannot sell to them- 
selves property of the corporation at an unfair ap- 
praisal. 

Erwin vs. Oregon Ry. and Nav. Co., 20 Fed. 
Rep., 577. 

The assent of all the stockholders is required to pro- 

eure and make effective a vote for a particular person 


co 


as manager, where such appointment is based upon 
an agreement for a consideration. The principles of 
public policy require this course. 
Flanagan vs. R. R. Co., 6 L. R., 7 Eq., 116. 
Where one corporation owns the majority of the 
stock in another corporation and uses that. voting 
power and that trust relation for an unfair advan- 


tage,—*it is enough to set a court of equity in motion 
and to require the majority-stockholding corporation 
to explain such a transaction.’’ 


Farmers’ Loan & Trust Co. vs. Trustees of 

the N. Y. & N. R. Ry. Co., 150 N. Y., 410. 

In Flynn vs. Brooklyn City R. R., 158 N. Y., 507 

(a leading case), Judge Vann said: ‘‘ While courts 

cannot compel directors or stockholders proceeding 

by the vote of a majority, to act wisely, they can com- 

pel them to act honestly, or undo their work, if they 

act otherwise.’’ 

To the same effect, see Barr vs. N. Y., L. E. & W. 

t. R. Co., 96 N. Y., 444; Niles vs. N. Y. C. & H. R. R. 
Co., 176 N. Y., 119. 


B. Oppression by the Directors and Officers. 


Perhaps it may appear at first sight that the group- 
ing together of directors and officers in one general 
class is a confusion of two separate sources of unfair 
dealings in corporate affairs; but it is not so in fact. 
The usual course is for the owners of the majority of 
shares to elect the Board of Directors, and this body 
in turn appoints the officers for the current year. 
Thus the officers are the agents and instruments and 
are controlled by the ruling element in the directorate, 
just as the directors themselves represent the majority 
of the stockholders. But while the ultimate source of 
power is in the stockholder, yet the exercise of that 
power is usually exhausted with the selection of the 
Board of Directors at the Annual Election, and in the 
absenee of basic questions affecting the existence or 
the policy of the corporation’s affairs, its manage- 
ment is confided to the directors, acting through the 
officers, until the reeurrence of the Annual Election. 

For ordinary and practical purposes, the Directors 
constitute the Corporation. 

The early idea on the subject of the status and du- 
ties of directors is well expressed in Blackstone’s Com- 
mentaries, Vol. 1, See. 477. Many of the later, and 
even latest decisions, are merely declaratory of his 
views. 

The passage in question is as follows: ‘‘I look upon 
it as clear that all corporations are trustees for the 
individuals of which they are composed, and that 
those who act for the corporation and conduct its af- 
fairs are trustees for the corporation and cannot ap- 
propriate the corporation funds to their individual 
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advantage, to gratify their passions, or to serve any 
other purposes than those for the general interest of 
the corporation and its creditors.’’ 

The existence of the trust-relation is recognized in 
cases without number in England and the United 
States. 

The appointment of a director creates a trust by 
implication, in favor of the stockholders. 

Taylor vs. Chichester, ete., Ry. 


2, Ees. 356. 


Co., L. RB. 


Directors occupy a fiduciary relation to the stock- 
holders. 
Thomas vs. Brownville, T. K. 
U. S., 522 


Ry. Co., 109 


In England, where this question was earlier en- 
countered and settled, it is now well established that 
the courts will not permit directors to avail them- 
selves of their position to enter into beneficial con- 
tracts with the company. 

Great Luxembourg Ry. vs. Maguay, 25 Bea- 
van, 586; 
citing as to the last proposition, 
Aberdeen Ry. vs. 
L., 461. 
Flanagan vs. Great Western Ry. Co., 19 L. 
T. (N. S.), 345. 

The above ease (Great Luxembourg, etc., Co. vs. 
Maguay) is cited with approval by Justice Shars- 
wood in Spering’s Appeal, 71 Pa. St. Rep., 11. 

In re Cameron’s vs. Coalbrook, ete., Ry. Co., ex parte 
Bennett, 18 Beavan, 339, affirmed 24 L. J. Ch., 130, a 
leading and instructive case, holds that directors of a 
public company (corporation) are trustees for the 
stockholders, and their private interest must yield to 
their public duties, whenever such duty and such in- 
terest conflict. This decision is in part: ‘‘I look upon 
the directors of a company as trustees for the share- 
holders, and it is in that character and quality that 
they accept their office, with all its corresponding du- 
ties and liabilities. It sometimes happens, and it does 
so peculiarly in this case, that directors have individ- 
ual interests conflicting with their duties as trustees 
of a company. In such eases they are bound to con- 
sider, before they accept the office of directors, 
whether they are prepared to make their duties, as di- 
rectors, predominate over their personal interests as 
creditors or otherwise, and to make them subordinate 
to their duties and liabilities as trustees.”’ 

The question is equally well established in the Fed- 
eral and State Courts of the United States. 

‘‘Any understanding to secure to themselves (Di- 
rectors) a share in any transaction to which the cor- 
poration is also a party, is voidable at the election of 
the corporation, or by the party whose rights are sac- 
rificed.”’ 


Blakie Ist, Macqueen H. 
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McGourkey vs. Toledo and O. C. R., 146 U. 
S., 536; 36 L. R. A., 80; (See extended 
notes in L. R. A. Reports.) 

De Neufaille vs. N. Y. & N. R. PB. Co., 81 
Fed. Rep., 10. 

Directors who mismanage the corporation and vio- 
late their official duties are liable to the corporatiun 
for breach of trust. 

Pondir vs. N. Y., L. E. & W. R. R., 72 Hun. 
(N. Y.), 384. 

Farmers’ Loan & Trust Co. vs. N. Y. & N. R. 
R. Co., 150 N. Y., 410. 

The above decision is quoted in McLeary vs. Erie 
Telegraph and Telephone Co., 76 N. Y. Supp., 712, to 


the effect that ‘‘acts oppressing to the minority stock- 
holders constitute fraud.’’ 


‘If they (the directors), taking advantage of their 
knowledge and position, make even an advantageous 
bargain in the purchase of claims against the corpora- 
tion, the profits thus made will be treated as held in 
trust for the company.’’ 

Ryder vs. L. A. & N. W. Ry., 21 Kan., 385. 

The directors of a company are trustees, and have 
attached to them for the benefits of the shareholders, 
the liabilities and duties which attach to trustees and 
agents. . 

Meredith vs. The N. J. Zine and Iron Co., 
59 N. J. Eq., 257; 
citing: 
Zabriskie vs. Hackensack, ete., R. R. Co., 3. C. 
E. Gr. (N. J.), 178. 


D. Extent to which Courts have Gone in Such Matters. 


It has been made to appear, as we believe, in an 
earlier place, that the whole body of Corporation 
Law, or at least the department thereof which consists 
in its enforcement through Equity,—is still in the 
formative state. To be more exact and modern in our 
phraseology, we should perhaps say, instead, that it 
is in course of evolution. If the lawyer or layman 
thinks otherwise, let him pursue the following 
thought to its logical faith, and see whether it does 
not lead him into an economic impassé. If this is so, 
it is or should be convincing proof that we have a 
crude and unfinished product in our Corporation Law 
of to-day. 

‘*To begin at the beginning,’’ as was advised in 
** Alice in Wonderland,’’ let us suppose some wrong 
to have been committed by the diversion of some cor- 
porate fund, which we, as minority stockholders be- 
lieve, should have been paid out in dividends. 

We read, let us suppose, Miles, ete., vs. The N. Y. 
C. & H. R. R. Co., 176 N. Y., 119, citing Barr vs. N. 
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Y., L. E. & W. R. R. Co., 96 N. Y., 444, to support 
the proposition that the stockholder has an inherent 
right as one of a class, to bring an action in equity 
in behalf of himself, and all other stockholders ‘‘simi- 
larly situated,’’—to restrain illegal or oppressive acts 
by directors or officers or by the controlling stockhold- 
ers, and also to procure redress for past wrongs 

Our holding of, let us say, five per centum of the 
shares, while the control consists of sixty per cent., 
leaves a clear thirty-five per cent. of minority shares 
that will benefit, if we prevail. Believing that imme- 
diate action is necessary, we employ counsel, serve 
papers and enjoin the act of maladministration of 
which we complain. 

We then invite the remaining minority shareholders 
to come in and assist us, and they refuse. Led on, 
however, by a sense of pride and the desire to secure 
prestige, we continue our career unassisted, and 
achieve our purpose, by the final entry of a decree in 
accordance with our prayer. 

But mark the absurdity of the result :—The fund is 
not turned over to us, the active litigants, but is or- 
dered paid into the treasury of the company, whence 
it is directed to be disbursed pro rata to the share- 
owners, whereby the guilty party accepts sixty per 
cent. of the proceeds, the defaulting share-owners re- 
ceive their share of thirty-five per cent., and the re- 
maining twentieth of the whole eventually reaches the 
plaintiff, with some small additions, in way of 
‘*eosts.”’ 

Of course, a change in the stock control or many 
other reasons may afford an extraneous means of 
compensation, which the court proceedings do not dis- 
close; but we contend that some method should be 
found wherein and whereby the innocent party should 
be encouraged to come before the court, without the 
burden of the whole risk, coupled with a very slight 
return in case of success, and a large part of that re- 
turn consisting of the absence of the ridicule which 
attaches to defeat. 

But, while we cannot change the procedure of the 
Courts of Equity, we can at least chronicle the results 
that thus far have been achieved in railroad litigation. 

A leading case, Saranac and L. P. R. R. Co. vs. Ar- 
nold, 167 N. Y., 369, usually cited in connection with 
Buffalo L. T. & S. D. vs. Medina Gas, ete., Co., 162 
N. Y., 67, upholds the doctrine: ‘‘Though the ma- 
jority stockholders own substantially the whole of the 
stock,—even then the minority stockholder must not 
be deprived of his right to invoke equitable protection 
or relief.’’ 

Indeed equity will not refuse its aid even though 
some purpose foreign to the avowed object of the suit 
is apparent to the Court, during the pendency of the 
litigation. 


On this point we have the historic instance of 
Ramsey vs. Gould (57 Barb., 398). 

That plaintiff discovered he was being hard pushed 
as the President of the Albany and Susquehanna 
Railroad, and that it was sought to annex his corpo- 
ration to the system comprised in the Erie Railroad 
by means much in vogue in those times. In pursu- 
ance of this campaign of aggression, an army of Erie 
employees was sent to take physical possession of the 
tracks and locomotives of the Albany and Susque- 
hanna, overcoming any resistance of a similar char- 
acter within the command of the plaintiff. Escaping 
from the turmoil, he bought shares of the Erie Rail- 
road and immediately began suit for an accounting. 

When the Court refused to dismiss the complaint, 
notwithstanding the evident intent with which the 
stock was acquired and the ulterior object of the 
whole transaction, the defendants made their peace 
with the plaintiff. A highly inconvenient accounting 
was thereby avoided by them, while the plaintiff was 
no longer molested by attacks from that quarter. 

In Corporation Law, the case is of primary im- 
portance, for it eliminates the question of motive, 
where proper legal or equitable grounds are shown to 
the Court, for the exercise of its protective powers. 

To the same effect see the case of Frothingham vs. 
B’way and Seventh Ave. Ry., 9 Civ. Pro. Rep. (N. 
Y.), 304, in which Justice Van Brunt holds that the 
fact that the stock was purchased just prior to com- 
mencement of suit, or that ulterior ends are promoted 
by the litigation,—will not be considered adversely by 
a court of equity, providing that a wrong exists which 
the court has power to redress. 

The Justice said: ‘‘It would indeed be a great hard- 
ship if a wrong having been committed against the 
stockholders of a Company, that all power to redress 
that wrong should cease because of a transfer to an 
innocent holder of such stock. This would be revers- 
ing the rule that the transfer of property includes the 
ownership of all incidents thereto.’’ 

(Citing Barr vs. N. Y., L. E. & W. R. R., 96 
N. Y., 450). 

As illustrated in Ramsey vs. Gould, the language 
and attitude of the New York Supreme Court Justices 
sitting in Equity, have been fruitful in deterring 
wrongs to small holdings in railroads and other cor- 
porate bodies, while at the same time and in equal de- 
gree, encouraging the moderate investor to look to 
the courts for protection. Unswayed alike by the 
promises of advantage or by the forms of intimida- 
tion which large interests can so readily adduce, they 
at the same time have steadily refused to be led into 
the pitfalls of sophistry intended to deceive and en- 
trap them. 

In furtherance of justice, it is not required by 
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equity that the complainant shall work through the 
ordinary official channels, when such a course would 
involve self-prosecution by the guilty parties. 

In Stahn vs. Catawha Mills, 53 8. C., 519, the case of 
Latimer vs. Richmond R. R. Co., 39 8S. C., 44, is cited 
in support of the principle that a minority stock- 
holder may bring suit against the directors of a cor- 
poration for fraudulent or oppressive acts without 
the consent of the officers of the corporation,—when 
it appears that the guilty persons are in control of the 
company. 

‘*Even if the directors and officers were willing to 
prosecute, it would be a mockery to permit a suit 
against themselves to be brought and prosecuted un- 
der their management.’’ 

Ryan vs. L. A. & N. W. Ry. Co., 21 Kans., 
404; citing Keath vs. Erie R. R. Co., 8 
Blatehford (U. S.), 347, and Ryan vs. L. 
A. and N. W. Ry. Co., 21 Kans., 365. 

Some limitations, however, have been imposed by 
the courts in way of requiring good faith on the part 
of the party alleging an injury. 

A clear, substantial and flagrant violation of the 
rights of the minority stockholder must be shown, to 
justify the interference of the Court with the man- 
agement of the corporation. 

Hart vs. Ogdensburg, ete., Ry. Co., 89 Hun. 
(N. Y.), 316. 

But impossible proof is not required, where a sub- 
stantial wrong is present; nor will equity require 
every technical detail to be supplied, to make out an 
ideal case. 

‘*Tt eannot be permitted that one may effect a pro- 
hibited result by indirection which he may not ac- 
complish by direct means.”’ 

East St. Louis Connecting Ry. Co. vs. Jar- 
vis, 92 Fed. R., 735. 

of the latitude allowed in fur- 
therance of justice, see the doctrine set forth by Lord 
Ch. Erskine in Morse vs. Royal, 12 Vesey, 355, to the 
effect that a court of equity will never lay down, as a 
general proposition, that though the fact that an im- 
position has been practiced is established, the party is 
too late in his prayer for relief. 

While this is not a railroad decision, it is pervaded 
by the same clearness of vision and breadth of view 
which has been repeatedly commented on and com- 
mended in the class of cases now particularly in mind. 

And while thus trespassing beyond the boundaries 
of our theme, we will take one step further, to assert 
that the ‘‘conclusion of the whole matter’’ as it con- 
cerns equity, trusteeship and the distribution of equal 
rights, is contained in these words from that fountain 
of learning and justice, Chancellor Kent, in a leading 
ease (Devou vs. Fanning, 2 John. Ch., 252) : 


As an instance 
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“One cestut que trust has no power to control or 
give away the rights of another.”’ 


AMALGAMATION, ALIAS CORPORATE DEATH. 


One phase of the combination of enterprises which 
marks and distinguishes the existing era, consists in 
the novel features presented for the consideration of 
those who are able to see visions and to read the hand- 
writing the wall. Aggregations of capital 
which seemed stupendous to our forbears are now the 
commonplace facts of the business world, and doubt- 
less the tendency to bigness has not as yet run its 
course. 


upon 


While this topie will no doubt receive its full meas- 
ure of consideration by students of economic ques- 
tions, there is a legal aspect that ought to be touched 
upon before the subject of railroad influence in cor- 
porate affairs is concluded. Combinations or mergers, 
as they are variously termed, are nowhere more in 
evidence than in the world of railroads; indeed, it is 
almost inevitable that each of the short lines of tran- 
sit shall unite with some one of the trunk lines that 
extend from sea to sea, or in the end see its sources 
of traffic dry up and disappear. It was natural this 
merging of identities into larger units should produce 
décisions of great weight, and the leading cases will 
now, in conclusion, be brought to the notice of the 
kind and, we trust, patient reader. 

‘*A new corporation may be as readily created by 
the union of two or more corporations as by the union 
of individuals ;—and its powers and privile.2 may as 
well be designated by reference to the charters of other 
companies as by special enumeration.”’ 

Railroad Co. vs. Maine, ete., R..R. Co., 96 
U. S., 499. Opinion by Justice Field. 

There is no merger arising from the mere fact that 
the stock in two companies is owned by the same indi- 
vidual. One person may own all the stock of a cor- 
poration and still such individual shareholder and the 
corporation would in law be two separate and distinct 
persons. 

Waycross Air Line R. R. Co. vs. Offerman, 
109 Ga., 829. 

Legislative authority is required to’ authorize one 
corporation to amalgamate or consolidate with an- 
other. 

Root vs. Ore Creek and H. R. R. Co., 2nd 
Foster, 145. 

‘An amalgamation implies such a consolidation as 

to reduce the companies to a common interest. ”’ 
Powell vs. No. Mo. R. R. Co., 42 Mo., 67. 

Consolidation as stated in the principal cases, works 
a dissolution of the corporations previously existing, 
and at the same instant, the creation of a new corpora- 
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tion, with property, liabilities and stockholders de- 
rived from those now passing out of existence. 
Railroad Co. vs. Ga., 98 U. S., 363. 

In Pearsall vs. Great Northern Ry., 161 U. S. R., 
673, Justice Brown has quite extensively entered into 
the question of vested rights as affected by consoli- 
dation, and again in Miss. Valley Ry. Co. vs. Adams, 
180 U. S., p. 1, we find an able discussion of the fact 
that the consolidation of corporations works dissolu- 
tion, by the same jurist. 

The following case, 

Keokuk & W. R. R. Co. vs. Missouri, 152 U. 
S., 301, 
is to the same effect. 

In the notes appended to MeMahon vs. Morrison 
(16 Ind., 172), reported in 79, American Decisions, p. 
418, the subject of consolidation is carefully consid- 
ered and the leading authorities, including Miller & 
Miss. R. R. Co. vs. Lancaster, 5 Cold., 514, and State 
vs. Maine Central R. R. Co., 66 Me., 500, are cited. 

Equitable rights are concerned in all these amal- 
gamations, and courts of equity will supervise the 
transaction, and interpose to protect the individual 
shareholder, where fraud or unfair dealing is made 
to appear. 

Each member of the old company has a right there- 
in, and is entitled to share in the division of the prop- 
erty. 

Laumon vs. Lebanon Val. R. R. Co., 30 Tenn. 
St. Rep., 42. 

The general rule is that the consent of every stock- 
holder is necessary for consolidation; and those who 
dissent cannot be compelled to consent to such combi- 
nation. 

Mowrey vs. Indianapolis, ete., R. R. Co., 4 
Biss. (U. §.), 78. 

We had thought to enter somewhat into the subject 
of Holding Companies, as they affect corporate inter- 
ests, and especially railroad companies, but the sub- 
ject is too new to have reached the stage where opinion 
is more than propheey,—a function we do not profess 
to call our own. 

It is true that Attorney General Knox, in his brief 
in the Northern Seeurities Case, 120 Fed. Rep., 721, 
affirmed, 193 U. S., 197,—ealled to the consideration 
of the Court certain features of the holding com- 
pany which he argued were opposed to public policy ; 
but it nowhere definitely appears in the decision that 
these grounds for attack entered into the thought of 
that tribunal. The decision in its effect was a reflee- 
tion upon those States that in their zeal to fatten the 
public exchequer, empower corporations to ‘‘do every- 
thing, everywhere’’; yet this inference is rather in 
point of sentiment than of law. 

Litigation is promised in the public press, to test 


» 


the ability of the Union Pacifie Railroad Company to 
combine banking privileges with railroad mergers; 
and no doubt the future will disclose similar inquiry 
into the doubtful experiment of combining the tran- 
sit facilities of New York City under that anomalous 
creation. The Interboro-Metropolitan Company, a 
corporation organized in accordance with the Busi- 
ness Corpuration Law of New York State. 

In appearance, these acts would seem to constitute a 
breach of the principle prohibiting the doing of things 
by indirection which the statute or equity does not 
permit. when done openly. 

In fact, sinee these lines were first penned, Judge 
Holt, of the U. S. Cireuit Court, has rendered an 
opinion sustaining the allegation that the Interboro- 
Metropolitan Company is a monopoly. 

In his decision (Burrow vs. Interborough-Metro- 
politan, opinion filed July 7th, 1907), Judge Holt 
says: ‘It is as complete a monopoly of the means of 
transportation of passengers in New York as can be 
imagined, which is not legally exelusive.’’ It is inti- 
mated that the enactment of the Public Utilities Bill 
may render such a corporate ‘‘ wheel within a wheel’’ 
impossible in New York in future flotations. 


Part III. 


CONCLUSION. 


From the authorities enumerated herein, it becomes 
apparent that the courts have utilized the opportuni- 
ties presented by questions of railroad controversy, to 
formulate and finally determine many problems of 
vital importanee in the general scheme of Corpora- 
tion Law. 

If this is so, then we have shown the great influence 
of railroad decisions, as was promised at the beginning 
of this article. 

Whether considered singly or in combination, the 
principles of equity are seen in these decisions in 
direct and paramount application to situations which 
concern every citizen and every interest. 

The vast system of public carriers has been sub- 
jugated and brought under control, so far as circum- 
stances warrant and require, and Railroad Law is an 
inspiration and an incentive to all who study, realize 
and appreciate its progress. 

In deereeing that the whole scheme or government 
should be subject to supervision by the Courts, the 
Fathers of the Country ‘‘builded better than they 
knew.’’ We believe their wisdom is nowhere more 
plainly exemplified than in the influence of railroad 
decisions upon the development of Corporation Law. 
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LEGAL ETHICS 


By Joun C. Manon 


{Justice David J. Brewer, of the United States Supreme Court, in a recent address, held up to the profession the 
higher ideals to which every lawyer should aspire. He admitted that common belief was that there are few honest 
lawyers, but said that if lawyers would only recognize their higher obligations less obloquy would attach to the 
practice of their profession. 


“I think there are really but two steps in the advancement of the race,” he said—“despotism and individualism. Des- 
potism, where one man controls others; individualism, where each man controls himself. There is, of course, a difference 
in the quality of the despotism, as well as of individualism. One despot may be selfish, saying, as did Louis XIV., ‘The 
State! I am the State,’ and regard the services of all as designed to be utilized for his personal aggrandizement and 
glory, while another may aim to improve the welfare of his subjects. In like manner, there may be a selfish and benevo- 
lent individualism. 


“Now the day of selfish individualism is passing away and that of the benevolent is taking its place. Society is no 
longer regarded as a collection of independent and isolated particles, but is an organism, each member of which is doing 
not merely the work of an individual, but the work of society, the community. 


“Society owes to every one of its members justice. But society seeking justice can never ask for wrongdoing to 
accomplish it. It does not rob Peter to pay Paul. It does not call upon the lawyer to be dishonest and play the 
scoundrel in order to secure to his client vindication and justice. Sometimes in passion the public demands unjust 
punishment and then the lawyer defending his client apparently acts against his obligations to the public. But really he 
is most loyally discharging his duty to society, for he is striving to exact from it that which it rightfully owes—justice 
to the individual. There is no profession to which a stronger appeal is rightfully made. In every community the lawyer 
is a leader. He is a trusted counselor. If he fails, who shall stand? The ideal of professional life is loyalty to the 
common welfare, and not pecuniary or political success. The old idea that the counselor should be all that his client 
wishes and nothing more is passing away, and in its place the new conception of the legal pleader denies him the right 
‘to barter his own integrity, to sell his honor or his conscience.’ Judge and counsel should alike in every lawsuit have 
as the supreme thought and purpose the establishment of justice. That will be most likely to be secured when counsel on 
each side fairly, honestly and fully present all the facts as they understand them. A lie has no place in a court room 
and half a truth is often the worst kind of a lie. A verdict won by a falsehood is a disgrace to the counsel, and equally 
so a verdict won by a trick. That success is really a defeat, for it makes a profession consecrated to the pursuit of justice 
an instrument of injustice. A true lawyer may not say, ‘I know that my words are false, but it is not I but my client 
who is lying. I know that judge and jury are being deceived, but | am merely clay in the hands of my client, fashioned 
by him for the moment into a vessel of dishonor. The moment the trial is over I will refashion myself into a vessel of 
honor.’ No such moral transformation is possible. The whole body has been corrupted by this poison of the individual. 


“In the present day of intense commercialism, the lawyer cannot escape its temptations. Indeed, in some aspects, 
he is more exposed than others. The rapid accumulation of money is a mania. Money-mad was the criticism placed 
upon a gentleman who personally, socially, and in the ordinary affairs of tife was kind, considerate in his treatment of 
those in his employ, generous, and, according to purely legal ‘standards, honest, but in the domain of business had acted 
apparently upon the theory that whatever is not positively prohibited by statute, is morally right, and so in many ways, 
some of which were certainly open to criticism, had accumulated a large property. That man will seek the brainiest 
counsel, one who can advise correctly as to the precise limits of the law, but his only thought is of the brains and knowl- 
edge, and the lawyer who best answers that thought will get employment and compensation corresponding to the pecun- 
iary returns which follow the advice. 


“Counsel responding to such a client may in one sense of the term be honest, but it is a negative honesty. It is 
an honesty which regards simply the client, the statute, and the pay. It is an honesty which ignores the fact that both 
client and counsel are members of society, and assumes that there is no moral obligation upon either to respect the 
general welfare. 


“Is it strange that there should be so much criticism of the Bar? We must remember that the wisdom of the law- 
maker can never keep pace with the ingenuity of trained minds seeking to evade legal limitations. The old saying 
that holes may be found in every law means simply that an ingenious lawyer can often find either in the statute itself 
or in the mode prescribed for its enforcement some way of escape from its penalties. It is this which provokes the 
frequent remark that the law so seldom reaches the rich, for the rich can pay for the brainiest, and the brainiest most 
certainly and quickly discovers the means of evasion. As against this, I appeal for a higher standard of professional 
ethics. I appeal to every lawyer to put his heart alongside his head, to mix his conscience with his brains. Let him 
have the courage to say to his client: ‘It may be legal, but it is dishonest, and I will have nothing to do with it.’ 

“Is this asking too much of the profession? Certainly not if it intends to be what it claims, the instrument of 
society by which justice is accomplished. As we stand in this day of our nation’s prosperity, facing the temptations 
which attend national wealth, one of the surest guarantees against the descending course which so often follows an 
abundance of wealth is the highest integrity on the part of that profession which has most to do with the making of 
the law and by far the most to do with the administering of justice.” 





THE AMERICAN LAWYER presents herewith Mr. Mahon’s interesting article on this important subject. Short dis- 
cussions from our readers will be gladly received for publication.—[THe Eprror.] 


After a cursory consideration of the practices so the legal profession can never require depreciation 
frequently indulged in by members of the legal pro- of its inestimable services in behalf of liberty. Bacon 
fession of standing and repute, it becomes apparent says, ‘‘ Power to do good is the true end of aspiring.’’ 
that lawyers themselves have been largely respon- Without underestimating the great worth of the 
sible for much of the wide distrust exhibited from medical or other professions, the opportunity to serve 
earliest times toward the Bar. in the capacity of protecting individual liberties 

But the fullest admission of the delinquencies of against the encroachment of men or laws affords 
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widest scope for the realization of the Baconian 
ideal, and is so invaluable to society as to imply obli- 
gations of great magnitude. The common instances 
however, of violations of fiduciary obligations re- 
vealed by the recent exposures of the illegalities 
of corporations charged with the highest duties to 
the people, only illustrate the old truth that the 
greater the influence a position of responsibility can 
exert, the greater a menace it becomes when unscru- 
pulously used. The legal profession amply testifies 
to this truth. 

Protest at extortionate legal fees does not neces- 
sarily denote the Socialist, or a subscriber to the 
theory that wealth can never be amassed honestly. 
The notorious fact that exhorbitant legal fees are 
charged where the recovery is large, would indicate 
that lawyers rather appropriate judgment money in 
such cases than receive compensation for services 
rendered. The average farmer or grocer deals in 
produce or wares that have a recognized value, but 
the lawyer commonly adjusts his fee to the purse 
of the client. But though legal reputations command 
princely rewards, the lawyer is notoriously deficient 
in the ability to horde up money; he bears the repu- 
tation of being a Colossus in his contributions as 
well as in his fees, and is rarely known as a hard 
driver of those in reduced circumstances. It would 
seem as though the dictates of good ethics and good 
sense with respect to legal fees, would require that 
eharges for legal services should be based upon 
actual services rendered—that they should be uni- 
form and uninfluenced either by the amount of the 
recovery or the wealth of the client. It is needless to 
observe that the only adjustment of fees to the client’s 
wealth permissible would be a reduction of charges in 
eases of inability to meet the usual fees. Very fre- 
quently in anticipation of the just recovery of heavy 
damages, unusual exertions are made that logically 
command higher compensation. It is not meant to be 
here asserted that the propriety of adjusting legal 
services to the importance of a case measured solely 
by the amount of the recovery involved, should go 
unquestioned. It is conceivable, however, that where 
matters of grave interest to the client are at stake, 
they justly require greater effort, which properly 
entitles to more compensation. 

In the defense of clients, lawyers commonly resort 
to tactics that have contributed largely toward the 
shaping of those suspicions with which they have 
ever been regarded. 

Great criminal cases prominently illustrate how 
partisan fervor may cause lawyers to sweep from the 
mooring of the support of justice. A publie prose- 
eutor, unable to withstand indiscriminate clamor at 
his inefficiency if he does not convict every suspect, 
often, by his zeal, in laboring for conviction, reveals 
an entire misconception of the duties of prosecutor. 


a 


It is as much the duty of the prosecutor to estab- 
lish the innocence of a defendant as it is to estab- 
lish his guilt; and it is the duty of counsel for de- 
fendant not to free his client at all hazards, but to 
see that he has the benefit of every legal safeguard. 

Underneath the pride at the feat of confusing a 
truthful witness, the cross-examiner must realize 
how well founded is that deep distrust of the duplic- 
ity of lawyers, when the art of falsifying can be 
with little dissent regarded as redounding to legal 
fame. 

The evasion of laws designed to prevent exploita- 
tion of the publie by large corporations often lies 
within the scope of the expected duties of the lawyer 
retained to look after vast interests. If the true 
value of any field of action lies in its capacity for 
the service of others, how great is the perversion of 
a profession fraught with untold possibilities when 
the defeat of laws aimed against monopolistic evils 
proves lucrative business. 

The occasional resort to such devious practices 
as following the ambulance has recently received 
much criticism, and would indicate the strict neces- 
sity under which practitioners often rest. Often suc- 
cess in building up an extensive practice is deferred 
beyond the ability of the practitioner to wait. 


Polities, with their alluring prospects of emolu- 
ment in honorable offices, are often resorted to, not 
for the purpose of giving, but of getting. In polities, 
as elsewhere, boldness seems to be quite as important 
a factor as ability. Men who create a popular senti- 
ment by aggressive tactics seem to be acclaimed into 
office, while those who, in the past, awaited with 
becoming diffidence a recognition of public. services, 
often waited in vain. 


But in recounting legal fees not based upon ser- 
vices rendered, sacrifice of public interest to private 
welfare, abuse of political office, browbeating of 
truthful witnesses, ete., the chief counts in the only 
indictment against lawyers that can be sustained 
are enumerated. Much criticism of. the iniquities of 
lawyers is unwarranted. 


The lawyer by his very occupation of forcing the 
State to prove its every assumption often becomes 
unduly opposed to the enforcement of law in the 
most flagrant cases of wrongdoing. The propriety 
of ardently advocating a client’s cause to the de- 
feat of justice may well be questioned without im- 
plying assent to the untenable view that no lawyer 
ean consistently defend a confessed murderer. An 
attorney not only may, but should, conscientiously 
defend the worst corporation, provided that his mo- 
tive be rather to dispute legal aggression than to 
abet corporate illegalities. If a guilty person or 
corporation retains a lawyer in his or its defense, 
there should be an understanding that such a lawyer 
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merely undertakes to defend rights, not to subvert 
law. 

Legal ethics has ever been confused insofar as it 
relates to the right of an attorney to proucre the 
acquittal of a confessed wrongdoer. One of the com- 
monest dictates of legal ethics on this subject is that 
an attorney should defend the most guilty persons, 
since to refuse to act would be to usurp the duties of 
the court or jury. 

But legal ethics on this proposition is obviously in- 
complete and confused. It may be granted that in 
doubtful cases an attorney in attempting to summarily 
dispose of the merits of a cause, assumes unwarranted 
powers. But what attitude would ethics counsel in 
eases of undisputed and confessed guilt ? 

Legal ethics should justify the defending of law- 
breakers not on the ground that for an attorney to 
refuse to defend would be to constitute himself judge 
of the case—a reason that would not cover cases of 
acknowledged guilt by the wrongdoer—but rather on 
the ground that the laws must be tested if rights are 
to be maintained. 

Legal ethics is again deficient in failing to distin- 
guish between the right of a lawyer to defend the 
guilty and the right to secure the discharge of the 
guilty. Does the right to defend the guilty sanctioned 
by legal ethies igvolve the further right to procure the 
acquittal of a confessed wrongdoer? Legal ethics 
seem to intimate as much. 

On strict grounds of ethies, while an attorney should 
defend rights in the clearest cases of acknowledged 
guilt, yet the right to procure the acquittal of a con- 
fessed wrongdoer must be denied by any rules aspiring 
to ethical authority. Even the plea of not guilty in 
cases of admitted guilt would be inadmissible in strict 
grounds of ethies. Under a code of ethics framed for 
ideal conditions, the opportunity should be afforded 
to dispute legal aggression without being forced to 
enter the formal falsehood ‘‘not guilty’’—to test the 
law without seeking to extricate guilt from all nee- 
essary consequences. 

But while as a matter of abstract ethics the duty of 
the lawyer should be to co-operate with the State in 
the preservation of order, yet it is perhaps well for all 
that the lawyer has never been remarkable for the 
amount of zeal displayed in supporting the State in 
the infliction of punishment. Realizing more than 
others perhaps that ‘‘ignorance is the only sin,’’ the 
lawyer views with distrust the State’s slowness to 
learn that no more vindictiveness in penalties than the 
safety of society requires should be resorted to. Hence 
the stubborn resistance to prosecutions. 

All attempts to accurately define what should, ab- 
stractly considered, fall within the province of legiti- 
mate practices, are taken to imply an attitude of 
Pharasaical thankfulness that some are absolved from 
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practices everywhere in evidence. Waiving the ques- 
tion whether the assumption is involved that people 
always refrain from the things they condemn, it may 
be borne in mind that right in the abstract is no less 
the right because men fail to practicewhat they preach. 
Many things not justified according to absolute 
rules of right yet are necessitated by conditions. 
While absolute ethics would not only condemn formal 
falsehood in the shape of pleas, but would, per- 


haps, dispense with pleas altogether; yet even 
fictions may have their uses under conditions not 


ideally the best. If the law was free from the ten- 
dency to aggress upon rights, lawyers might safe- 
ly co-operate with justice instead of stoutly disput- 
ing its every claim. But until the law is removed 
from the errors of human imperfection, the most 
clamorous denial of guilt in most palpable cases of 
guilt, serves its uses. 

It is well, therefore, from one standpoint chat a 
lawyer may flatly deny every charge against his 
client, and not only do so in safety, but force the 
State to prove its claims before they will be allowed. 
The balance of power is here properly kept on a 
side where it can work little harm. All history illus- 
trates by its inexhaustible record of absolute mon- 
archies, and the endless serfdom of people, how much 
harm can be wrought by excess of power on the side 
of government. While we have assuredly had dis- 
astrous revolutions, and anarchy as well as tyran- 
nical rulers, yet the wisdom of individuals rarely 
excels in the long run the collective wisdom of 
individuals—the dangers of individual 


power ever exceed those of popular power and are 
more incurable. 


masses of 


But the ideal of legal duties must be kept in view 

that of co-operation with justice to the discharge 
of obligations to society as well as to the client. 

There is much that is essentially wrong and un- 
sound about defenses as ordinarily conducted in 
courts of law; but these same questionable defenses 
have served their uses and have the sanction of 
legal ethies foreed to approve bad expedients under 
conditions not all that could be desired. 

Considered in the abstract, the lawyer by per- 
petually objecting to matters relevant to the issues, 
but technically inadmissible according to the rules 
of evidence, often betrays the weakness of his posi- 
tion and of his client’s cause. Barring certain ob- 
jections properly interposed—such as those against 
the admissibility of evidence tending to either draw 
the issues off into interminable questions er to preju- 
dice the accused by defiling his character—the law- 
yer generally stands on the bond, measuring right 
and wrong by what the law allows. 


(Continued on page 345.) 

















THE 


THE AMERICAN LAWYER 


A Law Journal and Law Review for 
the Progressive Practicing Attorney 





H. GERALD CHAPIN 
General Editor 


DEPARTMENT EDITORS 
JOHN 8S. PARKER JOSEPH CULBERTSON CLAYTON 





Corporation Law Patents and Trademarks 
H. GERALD CHAPIN 
Commercial Law 
Published on the first of each month by the 


CORPORATION LEGAL MANUAL COMPANY, 
5 West 3lst Street, New York. 
EDWARD Q. KEASBEY, President 
FRANKLIN A. WAGNER, Vice-President 
FREDERICK W. KEASBEY, Sec’y and Treas. 


CHARLES R. SMITH 
Advertising Manager 


Address all Communications to the Company 





SUBSCRIPTION FPRICE, TWO DOLLARS 
United States, Canada and Mexico; TWO 
FIFTY CENTS clse 

SINGLE COPIES TWENTY CENTS; FIFTEEN DOLLARS 
per 100 copies of any one number, if ordered in advance of 
publication. 

REMITTANCES may be made 
local bank, payable to the CORPO 
COMPANY. 


r year, for the 
LLARS AND 


money order or check on 
TION LEGAL MANUAL 


ADVERTISING RATES AND TERMS FOR LISTING AT- 
TORNEYS will be furnished upon application. 

COPY FOR ADVERTISEMENTS must be in hand by the 
20th of the month preceding month of publication. 

COPY FOR ARTICLES must be in hand by the 10th of the 
month preceding month of publication. 

CONTRIBUTIONS of articles of moderate length upon sub- 
jects of P mncgenmner interest to the profession ba Fp gladly 





Entered at the New York Post Office as Second Class Matter 


The name “THE AMERICAN LAWYER” has been registered in 
the U. S. Patent Office as a Trademark and all infringements will be 
prosecuted 


VoLuME XV JULY, 1907 NUMBER 7 


Critical Comment 


ANOTHER STATE ADDED. 

With pleasure we announce that Illinois has fallen 
into line and enacted the Uniform Negotiable Instru- 
ments Act. The latter is now in force in thirty 
States, in the District of Columbia and the Terri- 
tory of Arizona. The courts of Illinois, it will be 
remembered, have persistently adhered to the ab- 
surd rule that a cheek is an assignment pro tanto 
of the funds on deposit and the banks of that State 
have suffered therefrom on numerous occasions. The 
Negotiable Instruments Law, of course, abolishes 
this anomaly along with a few others, for which 
all parties interested should render due thanks. 
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REPEALING THE CONSTITUTION. 


On April 16 Senator Beard introduced a resolu- 
tion in the Florida Upper House proposing an amend- 
ment to the State Constitution, which would limit the 
franchise to white males. This being in direct con- 
fliet with the provisions of the fifteenth amendment 
to the Federal Constitution, considerable comment 
was excited. Senator Beard, in an address which 
only lack of space prevents us from publishing, 
argued, not without some show of reason, that the 
firteenth amendment was neither constitutionally 
proposed nor constitutionally ratified. Had the act 
became a law a test case of great importance would 
have resulted, but his measure, although it passed 
the Senate, was defeated by a large majority in the 
Lower House. 


PHI DELTA PHI CONVENTION. 


The tenth general convention of the legal frater- 
nity of Phi Delta Phi was held at Columbus, Ohio, 
with headquarters at the Hartman Hotel. It was 
presided over by Professor Floyd R. Mechem, of 
the University of Chicago. The secretary’s report 
showed thirty-five active chapters, with a member- 
ship of over eight thousand. 

Charters were granted for new chapters at Van- 
derbilt University, University of Colorado, Brooklyn 
Law School and the University of Southern Cali- 
fornia. 

The following were elected as members of the 
executive council: C. M. Clay Buntain, Kanka- 
kee, Lil.; Paul Knowles, Denver, Col.; W. A. Knee- 
land, Boston, Mass.; T. J. Mahon, Madison, Wis., 
and George A. Katzenberger, secretary-treasurer, 
Greenville, Ohio. 

The sessions were closed by a banquet at the Hart- 
man Hotel, presided over by Chief Justice Shauck, of 
the Ohio Supreme Court. 


WEST PUBLISHING COMPANY VS. EDWARD 


THOMPSON COMPANY. 


What is probably the greatest copyright case is 
pending at the time this is written in the United 
States Cireuit Court for the Eastern District of New 
York. The West Publishing Company claims that 
the Edward Thompson Company has compiled its 
law cyclopedias chiefly from the former’s digest. It 
is asserted that more than nine thousand separate 
copyrights are involved. The record consists of 
close upon ten thousand pages, of which five thou- 
sand pages contain testimony which it required four 
years to take. 
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THE TORRENS SYSTEM IN ILLINOIS. 

Apropos of the spread of the Torrens System, 
which was discussed by Mr. Massie in our last issue, 
we have to remark that the Registrar of Titles in 
Cook County Illinois reports the following on April 
17, 1907. 

Number of certificates issued, 6,755. 

Valuation of land registered, $9,344,060. 

Number of separate parcels of land registered, 
17,142. | 

Number of trust deeds, 1,715. 

Securing indebtedness of $3,407,944. 


AN EMPLOYER’S LIABILITY ACT. 

President Roosevelt is again to the fore with his 
proposition that ‘‘workmen should receive a certain 
definite and limited compensation for all accidents 
in industry, irrespective A few 
months ago he made a recommendation to Congress 
along these lines and he has again brought up the 
point in his address before the Jamestown Exposr 
tion. The absurdity of such a proposition would 
seem manifest, and it is somewhat surprising that our 
chief executive should continue upon this course 
in view of the question now pending as to the con- 
stitutionality of the National Employers Liability 
Law. Up to date this act has been declared void 
by two judges and upheld by one. It seems peculiar, 
to say the least, that the matter should be brought 
up at this time. 


of negligence.’’ 


Surely the opinions of our courts 
are entitled to some deference. 


COMMERCIAL LAW LEAGUE OF AMERICA. 
The Commercial Law League of America will hold 
its annual meeting July 29-August 2, 1907, at the 
Cadillae Hotel, Detroit, Mich. 
gram has been arganged: 
MONDAY, JULY 29. 


Meeting of the Executive Committee, the time to be set 
by the committee itself. 


The following pro- 


Evening. 
and informal hop at 
Academy, 56 East Adams avenue. 


TUESDAY, JULY 30. 
10:00 A. M. 

Calling of Convention to order. 
clergyman. 


Reception Strasburg’s Dancing 


Invocation by Detroit 
Addresses of welcome by Governor Warner, 
of Michigan; Mayor Thompson, of Detroit, and President 
Wilkinson, of the Detroit Bar Association. Responses by 
E. C. Ferguson, of Chicago; Ernest T. Florance, of New 
Orleans, and A. R. MeMasters, of Montreal. President's 
address aud reports of officers and committees. Appoint- 
ment of committees. Announcements. 
2:00 P. M. 

Afternoon and moonlight excursion on tle steamer Pleas- 
ure, leaving the dock at 2 P. M., and returning at midnight. 
Buffet luncheon on board; orchestra and dancing. “Old 
Guard” mount. 
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WEDNESDAY, JULY 31. 
10:00 A. M. 

Address by prominent speaker, name withheld for the 
present. 

11:00 A. M. 

Papers and discussion. Subject: “Should the League, 
under the direction of the Executive Committee, devote a 
portion of its funds to the distribution of its membership 
list among forwarders of business.” Papers of not over 
ten minutes in length by E. BE. Donnelly, of Bloomington, 
Illinois, and Edward E. Burkhart, of Dayton, Ohio. Dis- 
cussion, 

11:45 A. M. 

Miscellaneous business. 

2:00 P. M. 

Address by prominent speaker, name withheld for the 
present. 

3:00 P. M. 

Twelve rapid-fire five-minute papers on the “Good of the 
Order.” By George M. Napier, of Atlanta; Charles M. 
Fowler, of New Haven; Albert N. Eastman, of Chicago; 8. 


2: Kahn, of Indianapolis; Earle W. Evans, of Wichita; 


F. W. Hart. of New Orleans; William Furst, of Minne- 
apolis; H. H. Baldrige, of Omaha; A. H. Gleason, of New 
York; A. H. Weed, of Cleveland; S. H. Alleman, of Phila- 


delphia, and H. P. Jordan, of Waco. 


4:00 P. M. 
Miscellaneous business. 
9:00 P. M. 


Annual ball, Strasburg’s Dancing Academy. 





THURSDAY, AUGUST 1. 
10:00 A. M. 

Four five-minute papers. Subject: “Permanent League 
Headquarters.” By Josiah Cratty, of Chicago; W. O. Hart, 
of New Orleans; Louis Newberger, of Indianapolis, and 
E. J. Whitehead, of New York. Twenty-minute discussion. 

10:40 A. M. 

Three five-minute papers. Subject: “Under What Con- 
ditions Should Free Reports Be Made by Lawyers.” By 
John S. Ransom, of the Martindale Mercantile Agency, 
Chicago; E. A. Whitman, of the National List, New York 
City, and J. C. Williams, of Kansas City, Mo. 

10:55 A. M. 

Three five-minute papers. Subject: “What Remedies Are 
Available Against the Evils Attendant on Free Reporting?” 
By J. Kemp Bartlett, of Baltimore, Md.; Elmer Enfield, of 
the Credit Report Company, St. Louis, and C. A. Keller, of 
San Antonio, Texas. 

11:10 A.,M. 

Three five-minute papers. ‘Subject: “What Can the 
League Information Bureau Do to Protect the Members 
Against the Evils Incident to Free Reporting?’ By Eli 
H. Chandler, of Atlantic City, N. J.; B. A. Bullock, of New 
York City, and J. R. Duffin, of Louisville, Ky. Thirty- 
minute discussion on the three foregoing topics. 

11:55 -A. M. 

Report of the Committee on Resolutions. 

2:00 P. M. 

Action on the report of the Committee on Resolutions. 
Election of officers. Selection of place for 1908 convention. 
Miscellaneous. 


9:30 P. M. \ 
High class vaudeville buffet banquet, in the main dining 
room of the Cadillac. 
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Enforcing Liability of Stockholders in Foreign 


Jurisdictions 


A recent ‘decision of the United States Supreme 

Court, which we print in full below, settles the law 
on two very important points in relation to the lia- 
bility to creditors of non-resident stockholders of in- 
solvent corporations: 
It held that non-resident stockholders 
are conclusively bound by an assessment made in an 
action instituted pursuant to statute in the courts of 
the State the corporation’s domicile for the ap- 
pointment of a receiver and the enforcement of the 
statutory liability of stockholders, even though such 
stockholders not served with 
action and did not appear therein. 
It is further held that where the statute 
authorizing the appointment of a receiver also ex- 
pressly empowers the receiver, as a quasi assignee 
and representative of the creditors, to enforce the 
statutory liability of stockholders, actions against 
such stockholders may be maintained by the receiver 
in other jurisdictions. 


1S 


First 


of 


were process in such 


Second. 


On this point the court said: 


‘‘It may be regarded as settled that, upon aequir- 
ing stock, the stockholder incurred an obligation 
arising from the constitutional provision, contractual 
in its nature, and, as such, capable of being enforced 


Supreme Court of 
May, 

Meyer S. Bernheimer and Lorin §. Bernheimer, surviving 
executors of the last will and testament of Simon Bern- 
heimer, deceased, plaintiffs in error, vs. Theodore R. Con- 
verse, receiver of the Minnesota Thresher Manufacturing 
Company, defendant in error. 

Maz Drey, Charles D. Bernheimer and Meyer A. Bern- 
heimer, executors of the last will and testament of Isaac 
Bernheimer, deceased, plaintiffs in error, vs. Theodore R. 
Converse, receiver of the Minnesota Thresher Menufactur- 
ing Company, defendant in error. 


in the courts not only of that State, but of another 


State and of the United States (Whitman vs. Na- 
tional Bank, 176 U. S., 559, 44 L., ed. 587, 20 Sup. 
Ct. Rep., 477), although the obligation is not en- 
tirely contractual, and springs primarily from the 
law creating the obligation (Christopher vs. Norwell, 


201 U 216, 50 L., ed. 732, 26 Sup. Ct. Rep., 
502 : ~ * * * 


‘It is objected that the receiver cannot bring this 
action and | citing eases| are cited and relied upon. 
But in each and all of these cases it was held that a 
chancery receiver, having no other authority than 
that which would arise from his appointment as such, 
could not maintain an action in another jurisdiction. 
In this case the statute confers the right upon the 
receiver, aS a quasi assignee, and representative of 
the creditors, and, as such, vested with the authority 
to maintain an action. In such case we think the 
receiver may sue in a foreign jurisdiction.”’ 

It is further held that the assessment against the 
stockholders may be made of an amount sufficient to 
cover not only the claims of creditors and the ex- 
penses of the receivership action but also the addi- 
tional expenses incident to the enforcement of the 
liability of stockholders in the various actions 
stituted for that purpose. 


in- 


the United States 
1907 


The Constitution of Minnesota provided that “each stock- 
holder in any corporation * * * shall be liable to the 
amount of stock held or owned by him.” A statute was 
passed for the enforcement of this liability, and the courts 
of Minnesota held that an action for its enforcement could 
be maintained only by creditors, bringing in all stockholders, 
to make good any deficiency in corporate assets for the pay- 
ment of corporate debts, and that a receiver could not main- 
tain such an action. 

In an action by a Minnesota receiver brought in a United 
States Circuit Court in New York against stockholders in a 
Minnesota corporation, to recover the amount of an assess- 
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ment imposed by a Minnesota court on the liability in ques- 


tion, under a statute of Minnesota enacted after the defend- 
ants acquired their stock: 


Held, the liability in question is contractual in its nature 
and capable of being enforced in the courts of another juris- 
diction 

The stockholders’ contract is not impaired by subsequent 
legislation providing additional remedies for the enforcement 
of the liability and making stockholders liable in actions at 
law brought by a receiver in any jurisdiction upon an assess- 
ment made by a Minnesota court upon his application, and 
providing that such assessment shall be binding upon all 
stockholders, including those not made parties to the pro- 


ceeding, and that the expenses of the shall be 


included in the assessment 


receivership 
Subsequent legislation holding stockholders bound by an 
assessment on their additional liability to creditors, made 
without notice to them, does not constitute a taking of their 
property without due process of law, they being deemed to be 
represented by the corporation 

There is no distinction in this respect between the stock- 
holders’ liability for unpaid stock subscriptions and their ad- 
ditional liability to creditors 

Stockholders, by becoming members of a corporation and 
assuming the liability attached to such membership, become 
subject to such regulations as the State of incorporation may 
lawfully make to render the liability effectual 

A receiver vested by statute with authority, as a represen- 
tative of the creditors, to maintain actions on the stock- 
holders’ additional liability to creditors, maintain such 
in other jurisdictions 


may 
actions 

The six-year period of limitations is applicable to such ac- 
brought in the State of New York, and the cause of 
action does not accrue until the expiration of the time given 
stockholders to pay the 


tions 


assessment. 





BY MR. JUSTICE DAY. 
error to the Cirenit Court of the 
Southern District of New York. 


STATEMENT 
These are writs of 


United States for the 


The actions were brought (January 2°, 29, 1904) by 
Theodore R. Converse, as receiver of the Minnesota 
Thresher Manufacturing Company, a corporation of the 


State of Minnesota, to enforce an alleged stockholders’ lia- 
bility under the Constitution and the State of 
Minnesota. The court below held the executors of Simon 
and Isaac Bernheimer, both having died be- 
fore the suits were brought, liable as such stockholders. 


laws of 
Bernheimer 


The record discloses that the Minnesota Thresher Manu- 
facturing Company was incorporated under the laws of 
the State of Minnesota on the 5th of December, 1884, the 
objects for which the corporation was formed being the 
purchase of the capital stock, evidences of indebtedness 
and of the Northwestern Manufacturing and Car 
Company, also a corporation under the laws of the State 
of Minnesota, and for the further purpose of manufactur- 
ing and selling steam engines, farm implements, machinery, 
ete., and the manufacture and sale of articles, implements 
and machinery of which wood and iron form the principal 
parts, 


assets 


The Northwestern Manufacturing and Car Company was 
in the hands of a receiver, carrying on its business under 
the orders of a court, and, on October 27, 1887, the property 
and plant of that company, including all its bills receivable, 
farmers’ notes and assets, were sold under decree and 
purchased by the Minnesota Thresher Mannfacturing Com- 
pany. The last named company continued in business until 
December, 1900. On December 14 of that year the prop- 
erty and business of the Thresher Company were placed in 
the hands of a receiver by the order of the Circuit Court 
of the United States for the District of Minnesota, in a 
suit for the foreclosure of a mortgage upon its property, 
and this receiver carried on the business until the mort- 
gaged property was sold under a decree of foreclosure on 
May 25, 1901. 

On May 6, 1901, the Merchants’ National Bank of St. 
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Paul obtained a judgment in the District Court of Ram- 
sey County, Minnesota, against the Thresher Company, and 
executions thereon having been returned unsatisfied, the 
judgment creditor brought suit against the Thresher Com- 
pany for the appointment of a receiver and the enforce- 
ment of the individual liability of its stockholders in the 
District Court of Washington County, Minnesota. In that 
suit Theodore R. Converse, defendant in error in these 
cases, was appointed receiver. On the petition of the re- 
ceiver, for the purpose of providing funds for the pay- 
ment of the expenses of the receivership in the enforce- 
ment of the stock liability and payment of indebtedness, an 
order was made, December 22, 1902, reciting, among other 
things, that copies of an order of April 16, 1902 (not in 
the record), had been published, mailed and served as 
therein required, and that due notice of the hearing had 
been given to the defendant company and to each stock- 
holder of record, as directed by the order and, on a hear- 
ing duly had, an order of assessment of 36 per cent. of 
the par value of each share of the capital stock of the 
Thresher Company, to wit, $18 per share, was assessed 
against each and every share of the capital stock and 
against each and every person, corporation or party liable 
as such stockholder, and each such person, corporation or 
party was directed to pay to said receiver, at his office in 
the City of Stillwater, Minnesota, within thirty days after 
the date of the order, the said sum of $18 a share, and, 
further, upon failure to pay said sums, the receiver was 
authorized to prosecute actions or proceedings against the 
persons liable in any court having jurisdiction in the State 
of Minnesota or elsewhere. On appeal to the Supreme 
Court of the State of Minnesota, this order was affirmed 
(90 Minn., 144). Subsequently, as stated, these actions 
were brought and judgment rendered against the executors 
of the Bernheimers. 

Laurence Arnold Tanzer, for plaintiffs in error; William 
G. Wilson (C. A. Severance with him on the brief), for 
defendant in error. 

Mr. Justice Day delivered the opinion of the court: Be- 
fore entering upon a discussion of the objections urged 
against the validity of the assessment upon stockholders, 
which is the subject of controversy here, we may say we 
find no reason to disagree with the judgment of the Su- 
preme Court of Minnesota in holding the Minnesota 
Thresher Manufacturing Company to be a corporation or- 
ganized for other than the purpose of carrying on any 
kind of manufacturing or mechanical business and, there- 
fore, not within the exception as to stockholders’ liability 
in favor of corporations of that kind (State ws. Minn. 
Thresher Man. Co., 40 Minn., 215; Merchants’ Bank rs. 
Minn. Thresher Man. Co., 90 Minn., 144). 

The questions made in these cases involve the right to 
recover upon a stockholder’s liability in a Federal eourt in 
a State other than the one in which the original proceed- 
ings in liquidation were had, and under whose laws the 
corporation was formed, and wherein it carried on busi- 
ness, against stockholders in such corporate companies as 
the Thresher Company, where the stock had been acquired 
before the passage of the statute of 1899, General Laws 
of Minnesota, chapter 272, being “an act to provide for 
the better enforcement of the liability 9° stockholders of 
corporations.” 

A former statute had been for some years in force in 
Minnesota, and was the statute law of the State when the 
stock which concerns the controversy here was acquired 
by the Bernheimers. This statute was before this court in 
the cases of Hale vs. Allinson (188 U. S., 56), and Finney vs, . 
Guy (189 U. S., 335). It was the Act of 1894, General 
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Statutes of Minnesota of that year, chapter 76, page 1,595, 
and is set forth in full in the margin (188 U. S., page 60). 

Under that act it was held, in a series of decisions in the 
State of Minnesota, which were reviewed in Hale vs. 
Allinson, that an action could only be maintained under the 
laws of Minnesota when brought by a creditor or creditors 
for the benefit of all creditors of the corporation, and the 
recovery was had for the purpose of making good any de- 
ficiency in the corporate assets for the payment of corpor- 
ate debts; that the receiver could not maintain such an 
action outside of the jurisdiction of the court appointing 
him, and that the only remedy was, as stated, in a creditor's 
action, bringing in all the stockholders, for the realization 
of a fund to be proportionately distributed among the 
creditors in one suit. 

The principal contentions in these cases are that the Act 
of 1899, above referred to, works such a change in the con- 
tract theretofore existing by virtue of the acquisition of 
stock in a Minnesota corporation as to impair the obliga- 
tion thereof, and, in ways to be hereafter noticed, under- 
takes to hold a stockholder by judgment rendered without 
due process of law. 

The Act of 1899 was before this court ir the case of the 
First National Bank vs. Converse (200 U. S., 425), and 
its principal parts are set forth in the margin of the re- 
port of that case, on page 428. The act, for our purposes, 
may be summarized as follows: 

“Section 1. Whenever any corporation created or exist- 
ing by or under the laws of the State of Minnesota, whose 
stockholders or any of them are liable to it or to its cred- 
itors * * * upon or on account of any liability for * * * 
the stock or shares at any time held or owned by such 
stockholders, respectively, whether under or by virtue of 
the Constitution and laws of said State of Minnesota, or 
any statute of said State or otherwise, has heretofore made 
or shall hereafter make any assignment for the benefit of 
its creditors under the insolvency laws of this State; or 
whenever a receiver for any such corporation has hereto- 
fore been or shall hereafter be appointed by any district 
court of this State, whether under or pursuant to * * * 
any other statate of this State or under the general equity 
powers and practice of such court, the district court appoint- 
ing such a receiver or having jurisdiction of the matter of 
said assignment may proceed as in this act provided.” 

Section 2 provides that upon petition of the assignee 
or receiver, or any creditor of the corporation who has filed 
his claim, the district court shall appoint a time for hear- 
ing, not less than thirty days nor more than sixty days, 
from the time of filing said petition, and direct notice of 
the hearing to be given by publication or otherwise, in the 
discretion of the court; but if the petition be filed by a 
creditor, other than the assignee or receiver, the court 
shall direct notice of the hearing to be personally served 
on the assignee or receiver. 

Section 3 provides that the court shall consider the 
proofs offered by the assignee or receiver, or by any 
creditor or stockholder who may appear in person or by 
attorney, as to the probable indebtedness of the corpora- 
tion and the expenses of the assignment or receivership 
and the probable amount of assets available for the pay- 
ment of such indebtedness and expenses; also as to what 
parties are or may be liable as stockholders and the nature 
and extent of such liability. And if it shall appear to the 
satisfaction of such court that the ordinary assets, or 
such amount as may be realized therefrom in a reasonable 
time, will not be sufficient to pay the expenses of such as- 
signment or receivership and the indebtedness, and it is 
necessary to resort to the liability of stockholders, the court 


doo 
shall by order direct and levy a ratable assessment upon 
all parties liable as stockholders, or upon or on account 
of any stock or shares of such corporation for such amount 
as the court in its discretion may deem proper, taking into 
account the probable solvency or insolvency of stockhold- 
ers and the probable expenses of collecting the assess- 
ment, and shall direct the payment of the amount so 
ussessed to the assignee or receiver within such time as 
the court may specify in said order. 

Section 4 provides for an order to the assignee or re 
ceiver to proceed to collect the amount so assessed, unless 
it be paid within the time specified in the order, and in 
default of payment the receiver is to bring suit. 

Section 5 provides that the assessment levied shall be 
conclusive upon and against all parties liable upon or on 
account of any shares of said stock of such corporation, 
whether appearing or having notice thereof or not, as to 
all matters relating to the amount of and the necessity 
for said assessment, which provision shs}] also apply to 
any subsequent assessment levied by order of the court. 

Section 6 makes it the duty of the assignee or receiver, 
upon failure to pay as required by the order, to institute 
and maintain an action against any party liable upon or 
on account of any such shares of stock, and that actions 


may be maintained against each stockholder in Minnesota 
or in any other State or county where such stockholder 


or any property subject to attachment, garnishment or other 
process may be found, and provides that if the assignee 
or receiver shall believe any such stockholder to be in- 
solvent, or that the expense of prosecuting such action 
will work to the disadvantage of the estate, he shall not 
be required to prosecute the same unless specifically di- 
rected to do so by the court. 

Section 7 provides for further assessments in case the 
first proves inadequate. 

Section 8 extends the provisions of the act to such sub- 
sequent assessments. 

Section 9 provides where two or more assessments are 
levied or directed the assignee or receiver may join the 
causes of action against any stockholder on two or more 
such assessments. 

Section 10 provides that if the assignee or receiver fails 
to institute or prosecute the action the creditors may 
petition the court to compel him to proceed, under certain 
conditions. 

Section 11 provides for the return of the surplus, if 
any remain, in the hands of the assignee or receiver after 
paying the expenses of the assignment or receivership and 
the claims of the creditors and that stockholders who have 
paid assessments shall, in addition to the remedy pro- 
vided in the statute, be entitled to enforce contributions 
from stockholders who have not paid assessments. 

Section 12 provides for additional judgments in case of 
the inadequacy of former assessments. 

Section’ 13 excludes certain stockholders in  pend- 
ing actions from the operation of the «ct. 

This statute came before the Supreme Court of Minne- 
sota in Straw & Ellsworth Co. vs. Kilbourne Boot and Shoe 
Mfg. Co. (80 Minn., 125). In that case it was given 
full consideration and its constitutionality sustained, and 
it was held that while the assessments upon the outstand- 
ing shares of stock in an amount necessary to meet the 
deficiency in the assets of the corporation was conclusive 
upon the stockholders as members of the corporation, yet 
the statute, properly construed, did not have the effect 
to deprive a person when sued for the amount assessed 
on shares of stock under the provisions of the act, from 
showing that he was not a stockholder or that he was not 
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the holder of so large an amount of stock as was alleged, 
or that he had a claim against the corporation, which in 
law or equity he might be able to set off as against a claim 
for assessments, or from making any other defense per- 
sonal to himself, and that the order of assessment was 
conclusive upon stockholders only in so far as it decided 
the amount of assets or liabilities of the insolvent corpora- 
tion and the necessity of making an assessment upon the 
stock to the extent and in the amount ordered. 

The constitutionality of the act was again affirmed in 
the same court in the later case of London, etc., Mort. Co. 
vs. St. Paul Park and Improvement Co. (84 Minn., 144). 

The stockholders’ liability in Minnesota, as in some other 
States, has its origin in a constitutional provision, and 
arises under section 3, article X, of the Constitution of 
that State. The language is: 

“LIABILITIES OF STOCKHOLDERS. 

“Each stockholder in 
organized for the carrying on any kind of 
manufacturing or mechanical business) sball be liable to 
the amount of stock held or owned by him.” 

The courts of Minnesota have held that a stockholder’s 
liability is therefore fixed and measured by the Constitution 
(Willis vs. Mabon, 48 Minn., 140; McKusick vs. Seymour, 
Sabin & Co., 48 Minn., 158). It is apparent from a con- 
sideration of this constitutional provision that 
pose was to make a stockholder liable to the creditors of 
the corporation in an amount not exceeding the par value 
of the stock held by him, and thus secure for the benefit 
of such creditors, in addition to the assets and property 
which the corporation might possess, the liability of those 
who hold its stock in a sum necessary to make good any 
deficiency between the amount of the assets and the debts 
within the limitation stated. It is evident from the general 
language used in this constitutional provision that while 
a remedy might have been worked out in the courts of 
equity in the State, it was proper, if not necessary, that 
a statute should be passed to make more effectual the 
liability thus secured by the Constitution. 

In pursuance of that power the Legislature passed the 
Act of 1894, which remained in force until the passage of 
the Act of 1899. 

The fundamental contention upon which the argument 
of the plaintiff in error against the constitutionality of this 
subsequent act rests is that the statute created a contract 
into which the stockholder entered upon subscribing to or 
obtaining his stock, which the Legislature had no power 
to change without running counter to the constitutional 
requirement: invalidating laws impairing the obligation of 
contracts (Const., art. 1, sec. 10). 

It may be regarded as settled that upon acquiring stock 
the stockholder incurred an obligation arising from the 
constitutional provision, contractual in its nature, and, 
as such, capable of being enforced in the courts not only 
of that State, but of another State and of the United States 
(Whitman, ete., vs. Bank, 176 U. S., 559), although the 
obligation is not entirely contractual and springs primarily 
from the law creating the obligation (Christopher vs. 
Norvell, 201 U. S., 216). 

Is there anything in the obligation of this contract 
which is impaired by subsequent legislation as to the 
remedy enacting new means of making the liability more 
effectual? The obligation of this contract binds the stock- 
holder to pay to the creditors of the corporation 
an amount sufficient to pay the debts of the corporation 
which its assets will not pay, up to an amount equal to 
the stock held by each shareholder. That is his contract, 


any corporation 
purpose of 


(excepting those 
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and the duty which the statute imposes, and that is his 
obligation. Any statute which took away the benefit of 
such contract or obligation would be void as to the creditor, 
and any attempt to increase the obligation beyond that 
incurred by the stockholder would fall within the pro- 
hibition of the Constitution. But there was nothing in 
the laws of Minnesota undertaking to make effectual the 
constitutional provision to which we have referred, pre- 
venting the Legislature from giving additional remedies to 
make the obligation of the stockholder effectual so long 
as his original undertaking was not enlarged. There is 
a broad distinction between laws impairing the obliga- 
tion of contracts and those which simply undertake to 
give a more efficient remedy to enforce a contract already 
made. 

This principle was stated by Mr. Chief Justice Mar- 
shall in Sturges vs. Crowninshield (4 Wheat., 122), as fol- 
lows: 

“The distinction between 
and a remedy 
obligation 


the obligation of a contract 
given by the Legislature to enforce that 
exists in the nature of things, and, without 
impairing the obligation of the contract, the remedy may 
certainly be modified as the wisdom of the nation shall 
direct.” 

The same rule is recognized in Hill vs. Merchants’ Ins. 
Co. (134 U. S&S. 515), wherein a statute was sustained 
changing the character of the remedy against stockholders 
in common to one giving a direct remedy against an indi- 
vidual stockholder. The principle was clearly enunciated 
in Wagoner vs. Flack (188 U. S., 595-603), in which Mr. 
Justice Peckham, speaking for the court, said: 

“To enact laws providing remedies for a violation of 
contracts, to alter or enlarge those remedies from time to 
time as to the Legislature may seem appropriate, is an 
exercise of sovereignty, and it cannot be supposed that the 
State, in a case like this, contracts in a public act of its 
Legislature to limit its power in the future, even if it 
could do so, with or without consideration, unless the 
language of the act is so absolutely plain and unam- 
biguous as to leave no room for doubt that its true meaning 
amounts to a contract by it to part with its power to in- 
crease the effectiveness of existing remedies.” 

See also Wilson vs. Standefer (184 U. S., 399), New 
Orleans City, ete., RR. vs. New Orleans (157 U. S., 219). 

The liability arising under the Constitution of Minne- 
sota was such that legislation was appropriate to make it 
effectual. We can find nothing in the fact that one Legis- 
lature has passed an act which would conclude a subse- 
quent lawmaking body of equal power from passing new 
and additional measures to make that remedy more effec- 
tual. That the first act did not accomplish its purpose 
is evident. Under it stockholders in another State, who 
could not be reached by personal service, were immune 
from liability, and the entire burden was cast upon local 
stockholders. There was no provision for a receiver or 
assignee beginning action outside the State, and it was 
held by this court in Hale vs. Allinson (supra) that a 
chancery receiver was powerless to enforce the rights of 
creditors beyond the borders of the State. In this con- 
dition of affairs the State of Minnesota has undertaken 
to provide a proceeding for the settlement of insolvent cor- 
porations which shall ascertain the assets of the corpora- 
tion, the extent of the indebtedness of the corporation, 
the amount to which it is necessary, if at all, to call upon 
the stockholders’ liability. It is obviously an act intended 


to make effectual the liability which is incurred by stock- 
holders under the Constitution of the State, and it ought 
not to be rendered nugatory unless substantial objection 
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exists against its enforcement. It operates equally upon 
all stockholders at home and abroad, and assesses all by 
a uniform rule. 

We shall proceed to notice some of the specific objec- 
tions which are urged against the validity of this legisla- 
tion by stockholders who acquired stock before the Act of 
1899 went into effect. 

It is said that the stockholder is held liable in a pro- 
ceeding to which he is not a party. Under the prior act 
he could only be held where service could be had upon him 
personally, but if we are right in the proposition just an- 
nounced that additional remedies may be provided by legis- 
lation, then the validity of such additional enactments de- 
pends not necessarily upon the personal service upon the 
stockholder, but upon the fact whether the remedy pro- 
vided is a well recognized means of enforcing such obliga- 
tions and not in violation of constitutional rights. It is 
true that the stockholder is not necessarily served with 
process in the action wherein the assessment is made under 
the Act of 1899, but no personal judgrent is rendered 
against him in that proceeding, and it has reference to a 
corporation of which he is a member by virtue of his 
holding stock therein, and the proceeding has for its pur- 
pose the liquidation of the affairs of the corporation, the 
collection and application of its assets and of other lia- 
bilities which may be administered for the benefit of credit- 
ors. In such case it has been frequently held that the 
representation which a stockholder has by virtue of his 
membership in the corporation is all that he is entitled to. 
It was so held in a well considered case in Massachusetts 
(Howarth vs. Lombard, 175 Mass., 570). And it has been 
held in cases in this court that when an assessment is 
necessary to be made upon unpaid stock subscriptions for 
the benefit of creditors the court may make the assess- 
ment without the presence or personal service of stock- 
holders (Hawkins vs. Glenn, 151 U. S., 319; Great Western 
Tel. Co. vs. Purdy, 162 U. S., 329, 336). 

Nor can we see any substantial difference in this respect 
between a liability to be ascertained for the benefit of 
creditors upon a stock subscription and the liability for 
the same purpose which is entailed by becoming a member 
of a corporation through the purchase of stock whereby 
a contract is implied in favor of creditors. The object 
of the enforcement of both liabilities is for the benefit of 
creditors, and while it is true that one promise is directly 
to the corporation and the other does not belong to the 
corporation but is for the benefit of its creditors, either 
liability may be enforced through a receiver, acting for, the 
benefit of creditors under the orders of a court in wind- 
ing up the corporation in case of its insolvency. 

It is sought to distinguish between the Massachusetts 
ease of Howarth vs. Lombard (175 Mass., supra) and kin- 
dred cases and the one at bar, in the fact that when 
the stock was acquired in that case a _ statutory pro- 
vision was already in existence which made the stock- 
holder liable to an assessment in a proceeding in which 
the stockholder was represented by the corporation. But 
as we have said, keeping within the constitutional measure 
of liability, it was within the power of the Legislature 
of Minnesota to make provisions within the limits of due 
process of law for the liquidation of the affairs of the 
corporation in a proceeding in the State of its origin, 
wherein members of the corporation should be sufficiently 
represented by the presence of the corporation itself. This 
practice has the sanction of the courts, as we have already 
shown. It is substantially the procedure authorized by the 
National Banking Act, except that the Comptroller of the 
Currency takes the place of the court, and without the 


presence of the stockholders makes a conclusive assess- 
ment We cannot find any constitutional right elonging 
to the stockholder which is violated by this change in 
the character and nature of the remedy against him. 

By becoming a member of a Minnesota corporation and 
assuming the liability attaching to such membership, he 
became subject to such regulations as the State might law- 
fully make to render the liability effectual. 

It is further urged that in imposing upon the stock- 
holder the additional expense in a proceeding where the 
expenses incident to the enforcement of the liability in 
other States, and against other parties, were taken into 
consideration and included in the estimate, there is an un- 
warranted increase in the amount which could be recovered 
against the stockholder under the former statute. But re- 
membering at all times that the obligation of the share- 
holder was the creature of the Constitution of Minnesota, 
we think that the fact that the additional expenses were 
included in the assessment cannot operate to defeat it. 
Such expenses are incident to the ascertainment of the 
trust fund, which it is necessary to realize from the lia- 
bility of the stockholders, and as long as these expenses 
are kept within the amount of the original liability no 
legal right is violated (League vs. Texas, 134 U. S., 156; 
Richmond vs. Irons, 121 U. S., 27; King vs. Pomeroy, 121 
Fed., 257). 

It is objected that the receiver cannot bring this action, 
and Booth vs. Clark (17 How., 322), Hale vs. Allinson (188 
U. S.. 36) and Great Western Mining Co. vs. Harris (198 
U. S., 561) are cited and relied upon. But in each and 
all of these cases it was held that a chancery receiver, 
having no other authority than that which would raise 
from his appointment as such, could not maintain an action 
in another jurisdiction. In this case the statute confers 
the right upon the receiver, as a quasi assignee and rep- 
resentative of the creditors, and as such vested with the 
authority to maintain an action. In such case we think 
the receiver may sue in a foreign jurisdiction (Rolfe vs. 
Rundle, 103 U. S., 222, 226), Howarth vs. Lombard (175 
Mass., 570), Howarth vs. Angle (162 N. Y., 179, 183). 

It is also contended that the action is barred by the 
statute of the State of New York limiting to two years 
the right to bring an action for a debt of a corporation 
after the defendant ceased to be a stockholder. We do not 
think the provision of the statute (sec. 55, chap. 588, N. 
Y. Laws, 1892) relied upon covers these cases. It evi- 
dently refers to domestic corporations provided for in 
reference to the stockholder’s liability created by the pre- 
ceding section of the same chapter. The cause of action 
did not accrue until the receiver could sue upon the assess- 
ment after the stockholder had failed to pay, as required 
by the order of the Minnesota court of December 22, 1902, 
King vs. Pomeroy (121 Fed., 287). Under the New York 
Statute of Limitations there was six years in which to 
bring the action after it accrued, under section 382 of 
the Code, the Minnesota Thresher Manufacturing Company 
not being a “moneyed corporation or banking association” 
within section 394 (Platt vs. Wilmot, 193 U. S.. 6038). 

The present suits were brought a little more than one 
year after the causes of action accrued. 

Other objections are urged as to the nature of the pro- 
ceedings in the court of Washington County, Minnesota, in 
which the original order was made. We have examined 
them and think none of them go to the jurisdiction and 
authority of the court, or are such as would invalidate the 
order of assessment made therein when sued upon in an- 
other jurisdiction. 


In what we have said we have noticed the principal 


Flt: Ae a IR 


' 
¥ 
4 
vl 








THE 


objections made to the enforcement of the order of the 
Minnesota court in another jurisdiction and, finding no 
error in the judgment of the court below, it is affirmed. 


Mr. Justice Hotmes—I regret that the court has thought 
it unnecessary to state specifically what contract the stock- 
holder is supposed to have made, as different difficulties 
beset the different views that might be taken. It seems 
to me hard to reconcile the construction adopted with that 
given to the stronger words of section 5,151 of the National 
Bank Act, in MeClaine vs. Rankin (197 U. S8., 154, 161). 
But under the circumstances I shall say no miore than 
that I doubt the result. 
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Of Interest to Corporations Doing 
Business in More Than One State 


In many States of the Union laws have been enacted pre- 
scribing certain duties to be performed by foreign corporations 
doing business in such States, and imposing penalties for non- 
compliance, in some instances going so far as to prohibit the 
enforcement in the courts of contracts made by corporations 
failing to comply with the law, whether sued upon by the 
corporations or their assignees. 

A synopsis of the laws of each of the various States is 
contained in the CORPORATION LEGAL MANUAL. 

THE AMERICAN LAWYER here appends a list of at- 
torneys who are believed by the publishers to be in first-class 
standing and capable of preparing and filing the necessary 
papers, and of giving advice as to all details made essential 
by such laws, and of attending to 
general. 


corporate business in 
Arrangements can be made with such attorneys in such 

States for an annual fee to provide a statutory office where 

required, and an agent upon whom process may be served 


Alabama—Roy McCullough, 2023% First Ave., Birmingham. 
Alaska—BROWN & SMITH, Valdez. 
Arizona—lIsaac T. Stoddard, Phoenix. 
Corporation Co. of New York. 
Arkansas—Rose, Hemingway & Rose, Little Rock 
California—Works, Lee & Works, Los Angeles. 
Colorado—VAN CISE & GRANT, Equitable Bldg., Denver 
Connecticut—W. H. Ely, New Haven 
Delaware—Horace G. Knowles, 907 Market St., Wilmington 
Resident Counsel U. 8S. Corporation Co. of New York. 
District of Columbia—G. Thomas Dunlop, Fendall Bldg., Wash- 
ington. Resident Counsel U. 8S. Corporation Co. of New 
York. 
Florida—aA. A. Fisher, Pensacola. 
Georgia—Brown & Randolph, Atlanta 
Idaho—Richards & Haga, Boise. 
Illinois—FERGUSON & GOODNOW, 100 
Chicago. 
Indiana—L. J. Hackney, Indianapolis 
lowa—Guy R. Carson, Des Moines. 
Kansas—A. M. Harvey, Topeka. 
Kentucky—Lane & Harrison, Louisville. 
Louisiana—T. J. Kernan, Baton Rouge. 


Maine—E. Maynard Thompson, 207 Water St., Augusta. Resi- 
dent Counsel U. S. Corporation Co. of New York. 


Maryland—H. CARHART SHIMMER, Union Trust Bldg., Bal- 
timore. Foreign corporations represented in Maryland. 
Massachusetts—PHIPPS & DURGIN, 18 Tremont St., Boston. 


Michigan—Hustin & McGugin, Buhl Block, Detroit, Michigan. 
Counsel U. S. Corporation Co. of New York. 


Minnesota—Fifield, Fletcher & Fifield, 920-930 Lumber Ex- 
change, Minneapolis. 


Mississippi—McWillie & Thompson, Jackson. 

Missouri—George W. Winstead, St. Louis. 

Montana—Edward Horsky, Helena. 

Nebraska—John Wilson Battin, Omaha. 

New Jersey—George W. Fiaacke, 1 Montgomery St., Jersey 
City. Resident Counsel U. 8S. Corporation Co. of New York. 

New Mexico—Hugo Seaburg, Springer. 


New York—John S. Parker, 34 Nassau St., New York City. 
General Counsel U. 8S. Corporation Co. of New York. 


North Carolina—A. B. Andrews, Jr., Raleigh. 
North Dakota—A. J. Patterson, Bismarck. 


Ohio—EDWARD D. HOWARD, 305-11 Hayden-Clinton Bank 
Bldg., Columbus. 


Oklahoma—Oklahoma Charter Co. 


Oregon—ARTHUR PALMER TIFFT, 
Commerce, Portland. 


Pennsylvania—Randolph Sailor, Drexell Bldg., Philadelphia. 
Resident Counsel U. S. Corporation Co. of New York. 

Rhode Island—Edward C. Stines, Providence. 

South Carolina—J. C. OTTS, Gaffney. 

South Dakota—Bailey & Voorhees, Sioux City. 

Tennessee—Ingersoll & Peyton, Knoxville. 

Texas—William W. Anderson, Houston. 

Utah—Shepard & Shepard, Salt Lake. 

Vermont—T. J. Deavitt, Montpelier. 

Virginia—Regester & Mullen, Richmond. 

Washington—Hammond & Dobbs, Seattle. 

West Virginia—Merrick & Smith, Parkersburg. 


Wisconsin—Bloodgood, Kemper & Bloodgood, 
Bldg., Milwaukee. 


Wyoming—Homerr Merrill, Rawlins. 


Resident Agent U: S. 


Washington St., 


708-711 Chamber of 


44 Mitchell 
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FRAUDULENT CONVEYANCES.—A conveyance from a 
husband to his wife will not be set aside as fraudu- 
lent, where the husband was solvent at the time, and 
the provision made for his wife was reasonable, even 
to existing creditors. 

If the donor, at the time of the gift, was in pros- 
perous circumstances, and possessed ample means 
to pay his debts, and the gift was a reasonable one 
according for the purpose for which it was made, it 
is valid and will not be vitiated by the subsequent 
insolvency of the donor, not produced by causes 
existing at the time of the conveyance. (MeMunni- 
gal vs. Aylor | Mo.|, 102 8. W., 486.) 


CoLLATERAL ATTACK ON JUDICIAL SALES.—A sale of 
real estate, pursuant to a judgment directing its sale 
to satisfy a debt, will be upheld as against col- 
lateral attack, where it can be determined from the 
whole record what property was sold. 

A creditors’ suit for the sale of real estate to 
satisfy a debt described the land by giving the names 
of the owners of the adjoining land by which it was 
bounded, and by the statement that it was the tract 
on which the debtor resided, and averred that plain- 
tiff was unable to give a more complete description, 
for the reason that the conveyance had not been re- 
eorded. The judgment directing the sale deseribed 
the land by metes and bounds. Held, that a deed to 
the purchaser at the sale, which described the prem- 
ises in the language of the judgment, passed the title 
to the premises as against a collateral attack. (Guffy 
vs. Anderson | Ky.], 102 S. W., 321.) 


ASSUMPTION OF RisK.—The defense of assumption 
of risk on the part of employees with notice of un- 
blocked guard rails is held, in Denver and Rio Grande 
Railroad Company vs. Norgate (C. C. A. 8th C.), 
6 L. R. A. (N. 8.), 981, not to be taken away by a 
statute imposing the duty upon railroad companies 
of blocking such rails, and making a failure to do 
so prima facie evidence of negligence in case of in- 
jury therefrom. 








LANDLORD’s LIABILITY TO 


TENANT—CONTAGIOUS 
Disease.—A landlord who rents property upon which 
has existed a contagiotis disease, without informing 
the tenant of that fact, is held, in Finney vs. 
Steele (Ala.), 6 L. R. A. (N. S.), 977, not to be liable 
for injury through a member of the tenant’s family 
contracting the disease, where he employed an ex- 
perienced physician and a trained, experienced, and 
competent nurse to disinfect the property before 
leasing it. 


SIGNATURE BY AGENT.—An important decision as 
to the liability of one who signs a note as agent was 
rendered by the Supreme Court of Georgia (Burk- 
halter vs. Perry & Brown, 56 S. E. 631.) 

Here Perry & Brown brought suit against Mose 
Walters, Ed Walters, and Mrs. Lulu H. Burkhalter, 
alleging that the defendants were indebted to plain- 
tiff in the sum of $182.97 as principal, besides in- 
terest and attorney’s fees, on a certain promissory 
note, which is as follows: 

** $225.00. Americus, Ga., May 3rd, 1902. 

‘‘On or before the first day of September next, 
we promise to pay Perry & Brown, or bearer, two 
hundred and twenty-five dollars, with interest at 8 
per cent. per annum from date of maturity, and 10 
per cent. on the amount for attorney’s fees in case 
of suit ; and we hereby severally waive and renounce 
for ourselves and our families any and all homestead 
and exemption rights we may have under and by 
virtue of the Constitution or laws of the State of 
Georgia, or the United States, in said property as 
against this contract. For value received. The con- 
sideration of this note is money, supplies, stocks and 
other articles whatever of necessity to aid me in 
making and gathering my crops for the year 1902. 

“* [Signed] 

**Mose Walters. [L.S.] 

**Ed. Walters. [L.S.] 

**D. C. N. Burkhalter, Agt. [L.S.]} 
**O. D. Oliver, N. P. S. C., Ga.”’ 


It was further alleged ‘‘that the said D. C. N. 
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Lawyers desiring to CREATE a Commercial Law Practice, or those wishing to INCREASE 
that department can learn how best to do so by exchanging references with 


BRADFORD ARTHUR BULLOCK 


Business Attorney to Attorneys-at-Law 


18th Floor, St. Paul's Building, New York City, U. S. A. 





N. B 


correspondents in many small towns 


Business established 1897. 


Burkhalter, agent, whose signature is attached to 
said note hereby sued upon, was the agent of Mrs. 
Lulu H. Burkhalter, and has authority to bind her 
by such agency in the signing of said note.’’ 

The clear manner in which the rules of law bearing 
upon the point are stated justifies a lengthy quota- 
tion. As put by Judge Evans, who held that Mrs. 
Burkhalter was liable: 

‘‘The general rule of law is that if an agent sign 
a note with his own name alone, and there is nothing 
on the face of the note to show that he is acting as 
agent, he will be personally liable on the note, and 
the principal will not be liable. If an agent make 
a note in his own name, and add to his signature 
the word ‘‘Agent,’’ and there is nothing in the note 
to indicate who is the principal, the agent will be 
personally liable, just as if the word ‘‘ Agent’’ were 
not added. Graham vs. Campbell, 56 Ga., 262. If the 
suit had been against D. C. N. Burkhalter, he would 
not have been permitted to shift his responsibility 
by showing that the note was not in fact his own 
note, but that of the principal. The addition of the 
word ‘‘Agent’’ was simply descriptio personae, and 
the note would be his individual obligation. Another 
and entirely different question is presented when the 
suit is against the principal and the declaration con- 
tains appropriate allegations that the note sued on 
was the note of the principal, signed by his duly con- 
stituted agent, with intent thereby to charge the 
principal. See Crusselle vs. Chastain, 76 Ga., 840. 
Where it appears from the face of the paper that 
the credit is not given to the agent, and the name 
of the principal is disclosed at the time of the trans- 
action, though not stated in the paper, and the act 
is within the powers of the agent, the principal is 
bound. It matters not whether the agent may also 
be bound, for there are cases where both principal 
and agent may be bound. Merchants’ Bank vs. Cen- 
tral Bank, 1 Ga., 429, 44 Am. Dec., 665. The rule 
seems to be general that under appropriate pleading, 


References in all important cities in the United States. 
CONSIDERABLE EUROPEAN BUSINESS. 


Also have legal 


where a contract in writing not under seal, and other 
than a negotiable instrument, is made in another 
name than that of the real principal, the real prin- 
cipal can sue and be sued. Beckham vs. Drake, 11 
Mees. & Wel., 315. It may possibly require some 
subtlety and refinement of reasoning to take this 
principle out of the operation of the rule that a 
written instrument cannot be added to, varied, or 
explained by parol. However, the distinction is 
firmly established in our jurisprudence, and is in the 
interest of fair dealing, that the real party io the 
contract, though his name may not appear therein, 
in the adjustment of disputes arising out of that 
contract between the contracting parties should be 
allowed both to sue and be sued. Metcalf vs. Wil- 
liams, 104 U. S., 93, 96, 26 L. Ed., 665. This is espe- 
cially true where the word ‘‘ Agent,’’ ‘‘Trustee,’’ or 
‘General Manager,’’ appears after the signature of a 
party to the contract. ‘‘A contract signed by a per- 
son who adds after his signature the words ‘General 
Manager’ is not the individual undertaking of the 
person signing, if, in a suit for its breach, 
this fact appears by extrinsic evidence.’’ Raleigh 
R. Co. vs. Pullman Co., 122 Ga., 700, 50 S. E., 1008. 
A well recognized exception to the general rule 
stated springs from the law merchant. Where a ne- 
gotiable instrument is executed by an agent without 
sufficiently indicating on its face who the principal 
is, parol evidence cannot be introduced to charge the 
principal, although he executed the instrument as 
agent and added the word ‘‘ Agent”’ to his signature. 
This exception to the rule is based upon the reason 
that ‘‘each party who takes a negotiable instrument 
makes his contract with the parties who appear on 
its face to be bound for its payment. It is a ‘courier 
without luggage,’ whose countenance is its passport; 
and in suits upon negotiable instruments no evidence 
is admissible to charge any person as a principal 
thereto, unless his name in some way is disclosed 
upon the instrument itself.’”” 1 Clark & Skyles on 
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W. E GIBBS Litigation 

100 WASHINGTON ST., CHICAGO, ILL. 

ESTABLISHED 1882 
Non-resident Attorneys invited to use our Office while in Chicago 
SPECIAL ATTENTION GIVEN TO THE TAKING OF DEPOSITIONS 
Collection Department Organized te Receive or Forward and Promptly Handle Collections 
REFERENCES 
CCAGO —Praleis Dees Bank, Union Trust Company, Chi- BOSTON—American Soda Fountain Co., D. P. Nichols & Co. 
cago itle and rust Company, National Lead Company, > “1p C : 

Credit Clearing House, Devoe & Raynolds Co., Peter Van —— + fa Rm ae a nee, Atenas: 

Schaack & Sons, American Linseed Co., Judge Merritt W. Members of Commercial Law League of America. 

Pinckney, Judge Richard 8S. Tuthill, Judge R. W. Clifford. REPRESENTING OR ATTORNEYS FOR—Martindale Mer- 
Hon. O. N. Carter, Supreme Court, Springfield, Ill cantile Agency, New York, N. Y.; The Credit Association, 
NEW YORK CITY—American Linseed Company, Fidelity and New York, N. Y¥.; The Creditors Mercantile Guide, Attorneys 

Casualty Company, Stationers’ Board of Trade, Hardware National Clearing House, Minneapolis; American Lawyers’ 

Board of Trade. Quarterly, Cleveland, Ohio. 


Agency, sec. 328a; 1 Daniel, Neg. Inst., see. 303. But 
this exception in favor of negotiable instruments it- 
self contains an exception; and that is, as between 
the immediate parties to a bill or note, it may be 
shown by parol that the instrument was, to the 
knowledge of the parties, intended to be the obliga- 
tion of the principal, and not of the agent, and that 
it was given and accepted as such. Metcalf v. Wil- 
liams, supra; Meacham on Ageney, sec. 443. The 
reasoning in Bedell vs. Searlett, 75 Ga., 56, at first 
blush, would seem to militate with this view. In that 
ease the plaintiff sued Bedell as maker of a bill of 
exchange signed, ‘‘J. K. Bedell, Agt.’’ The maker 
pleaded that the draft was given in payment for tim- 
ber purchased by the maker as the agent of the 
drawees, and that he had no interest in the timber, 
and that these facts were well known to the plaintiff 
when he purchased the draft. The question before 
the court was whether the facts alleged in this spe- 
cial defense were sufficient to discharge the actual 
signer (the agent) from liability. Parol evidence to 
sustain this plea was excluded by the trial judge, and 
on a review of the case this court affirmed that rul- 
ing. The agent could not shift his liability to his 
principal by proving these facts according to the 
rule stated in Graham vs. Campbell, supra. This de- 
cision must be interpreted in the light of the question 
before the court. The distinction between that case 
and the one at hand is that in the former the suit 
was against the maker who signed his name as 
**Agent,’’ and who was trying to evade liability by 
an attempt to show that the contract was not his, 
but that of his principal; while in the present case 
the principal is sought to be made liable on her con- 
tract, entered into by her duly authorized agent. The 
present controversy is between the original parties 
to the instrument, and clearly comes within the ex- 
ception to the rule above stated as applicable to ne- 
gotiable instruments. 








Construction or Contract—‘F. O. B. Cars.’’— 
When a seller of merchandise agrees to sell twenty car 
loads thereof, delivered to the buyer ‘‘f. o. b. cars.’’ at 
the seller’s place of business, it is held, in Hurst vs. 
Altamont Mfg. Co. (Kan.) 6 L.R.A. (N. 8.), 928, that 
it is not the duty of the buyer to furnish the cars to 
receive the goods, since the phrase ‘‘f. o. b. cars,’’ 
where the use of a common carrier is necessary, means 
that the seller will secure the cars, load them, and do 
whatever may be required to accomplish the shipment 
and consignment of the goods to the buyer free of ex- 
pense to him. 





Liasitiry or Decepents’ Estates ror FuNERAL Ex- 
penses.—A statute making decedents’ estates gener- 
ally liable for funeral expenses is held, in Schneider 
vs. Breier (Wis.) 6 L.R.A. (N.8.), 917, to apply to es- 
tates of married women leaving separate property, 
which passes into the hands of their personal repre- 
sentatives for administration. 





INJUNCTION—VIOLATION OF ContTRact.—The right 
to an injunction to restrain a woman from violating 
her contract to render services in the demonstration 
and sale of a front-lace corset is denied in H. W. Gos- 
sard Co. vs. Crosby (Iowa) 6 L.R.A. (N. S.), 1115, 
notwithstanding she is experienced, competent, and 
highly efficient in such work, and may be financially 
irresponsible. 





Cuarre. MorrgageE—Consent TO RemMovaL.—Con- 
sent by a chattel mortgagee that the property shall be 
taken ont of the State in which the mortgage was 
given is held, in Jones vs. North Pacific Fish & Oil Co. 
(Wash.) 6 L.R.A (N. S.), 940, to be a waiver of the 
mortgage as against every person except the mort- 
gagor. 
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Especially Patents, Trademarks and Unfair Competition 
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The editor of this department, as matter of 
courtesy to the subscribers of THE AMERICAN 
LAWYER, Will freely answer their questions of 
practice under the laws relating to Patents, 
Trademarks and Unfair Competition. 

Address him. 

5 W. 3ist at., N. Y. 





SOME Recent DECISIONS OF THE CouRTS IN PATENT 
AND TRADEMARK CASES. 

The word ‘‘Standard’’ as applied to phonographs 
is descriptive and therefore not registrable. And it 
is immaterial whether the word ‘‘Standard’’ is truly 
or falsely descriptive. 

Court of Appeals, District of Columbia. 

Where an inventor after reducing his invention to 
practice laid it aside for five years, during which time 
he made several applications for patents and developed 
another system for the same purpose which he regards 
as superior, and fails to file an application until after 
the grant of a patent to another for the same inven- 
tion who was proceeding in good faith, he is guilty 
of inexcusable laches. 

Court of Appeals, District of Columbia. 

F.. conceived the invention in September, 1901, but 
did nothing toward reducing it to practice until 
April, 1904. C. conceived the invention in January, 
1904, and reduced it to practice in the following 
March. F. offered the excuse that he was too busy 


earning his living to attend to it, and did not have 
the means to reduce it to practice unless he borrowed 
the money. He subsequently borrowed $3,000 to en- 
gage in a venture, while it was shown that a much 
smaller sum would have enabled him to construct the 
invention. Decision against F. for lack of diligence. 
Court of Appeals, District of Columbia. 
These three cases from Patent Office Gazette, May, 
1907. 
In Hartman vs. Park & Sons Co. it was held by 


the United States Circuit Court for the Eastern Dis- 
trict of Kentucky that ‘‘a system of contracts made 
by the manufacturer of a proprietary medicine be- 
tween him and wholesale dealers, to whom alone he 
sold his medicine, by which they were bound to sell 
only at a certain price and to retail dealers designated 
by him, and between him and the retail dealers by 
which, in consideration of being so designated, they 
agreed to sell to consumers only at a certain price, is 
not unlawful as in restraint of trade, but provisions 
in a contract for the sale of a secret process restrain- 
ing its use or its communication to others are not in- 
valid as in restraint of trade, because necessary to 
protect the property right in the subject-matter of the 
contract, but such considerations do not apply to con- 
tracts for the sale of the article produced by such 
process, which are subject to the same rules as con- 
tracts for the sale of any other article of manufacture. 

‘*The owner of a patent or copyright after an abso- 
lute sale of the article covered thereby may, by virtue 
of the exclusive right given him by statute, and his 
right to withhold or restrict licenses under his monop- 
oly, retain control of future trade in the article sold, 
as to prices of resale, etc., irrespective of any condi- 
tion in the contract of sale, but the right to reserve 
such future control by contract is not derived from 
the statute, but exists, if at all, by the common law, 
and may as lawfully be exercised by the sefler of an 
unpatented article. 

‘‘The patent and copyright statutes, in conferring 
upon an inventor or authér the exclusive right to 
make, use and sell articles embodying his invention or 
authorship, create in him a new right and do not ex- 
tend or continue a previously existing right. The 
owner of a secret process, not patented, has no such 
exclusive right to make, use and vend the article to 
which it relates, but he has the right to keep his knowl- 
edge to himself and to protection of the same as a 
property right against one who, in violation of con- 
tract or through a breach of trust or confidence, under- 
takes to apply the secret to his own use or to impart 
it to others.’’ 




















THE 


AMERICAN 


LAWYER 341 


CLEVELAND, OHIO 


LOUIS J 
NATHAN 
IRWIN N 


GROSSMAN 
LOESER 


LOESER 


Long Distance Telephone, Main 596 
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Western Union Code 


ATTORNEY AND COUNSELOR AT LAW 
201 to 207 Society for Savings Building 


COMMERCIAL, PROBATE, AND CORPORATION LAW 
Practices in State and Federal Courts 


A Large and thoroughly equipped Collection Department under able management 
‘REFERENCES: 


CLEVELAND: The Cleveland National Bank, The Society for 
Savings, The First National Bank, The German-American 
Savings Bank, manufacturers and jobbers in Cleveland gen- 
erally, also the judges of all courts, State and Federal. 

NEW YORK: H. B. Claflin Co, Black, Olcott, Gruber & 
Bonynge, Frank, Lequin & Arnold, Herman Kratzenstein Co., 
Edwin J. Gillies & Co., Cohen, Schulze & Co., Hubbell, E. A. 
Kline & Co. 

BOSTON: Morse & Friedman, Spaulding & Hunter. 


Reported in Patent Office Gazette, May 28, 1907: 
In Worcester Brewing Corporation vs. Reuter & 
Co., it was decided— 

‘*It has been repeatedly held by certain courts that 
where a party was the first to apply a certain mark 
to a particular class of goods and by long and ex- 
tensive use the mark has been indicative of the origin 
of the goods, he may acquire a property right in the 
mark, even though it be a descriptive or geographical 
term, which the courts will uphold by requiring others 
who use the mark to so qualify it as to distinguish 
their goods from those of the original user.’’ 

And in support citation is made of a number of 
éourt decisions, among them— 

Walter Baker & Co. v. 


884. 


Baker, 77 Fed. Rep., 


American Waltham Watch Co. v. Sandman, 
99 Fed. Rep., 330. 

In Kessler v. Eldred, it was held by the U. S. Su- 
preme Court that— 

A final decree for the defendant in one cireuit in a 
suit upon a patent upon the ground of non-infringe- 
ment entitled the defendant to continue his business 
of making and selling throughout the United States, 
the article which he had theretofore been making and 
selling without molestation by the 
through the patent in suit. 

And that said decree makes a subsequent suit 
against defendant’s customer wrongful interference 
with defendant’s business. 

That such an act does not deny any privilege of 
citizenship. 

That it does not invade any property right without 
due process of law. 

That it-does not infringe any right of personal lib- 
erty under the XIVth Amendment. 


Note.—Through oversight we failed to state that the col- 
location of extracts from the works of James Wilson, on 
pages 282-283 of the June number was supplied by Lucien 
Hugh Alexander, of the Philadelphia Bar. For that ar- 
rangement, for his writings about Wilson and for many 
courtesies, warm thanks are due. J.C 


complainant 


CHICAGO United States Gypsum Co., Rand, McNally & Co., 
The Credit Clearing House, Gregory, Poppenhusen & Mc- 
Nab, McIlvaine Adjustment Co., Vroman, Musgrave & Lee. 

PHLLADELPHIA: Wolfe & Co., Bamberger, Levi & Mandel, 





W. S. Furst, Roeber & Downs. 
PITTSBURG: | Pittsburg Life & Trust Co., A. Guckenheimer 
& Bros., Arbuckles, Thos. Carlin’s Sons. 
References at any important point in the United States 
upon request. 
OF INTERNATIONAL PROPORTION. 
Tue AMERICAN LAWYER, on a number of occasions 


sinee 1897, has called attention to the work originated 
by Bradford Arthur Bullock, whose professional title 
is ‘‘ Business Attorney to Attorneys at Law.’’ We have 
noticed the growth of his business from a stall be- 
ginning until it now has the attention of leading com- 
mercial lawyers, not only in the United States, but in 
Europe. Mr. Bullock visited six countries in Europe 
in 1906 in the interest of attorneys he represents and 
for the purpose of establishing connections for them. 
Ile now has several correspondents in Europe and 
one important connection in Australia, in addition 
to his growing list of correspondents in the United 
States 

Mr. Bullock’s work is, in some respects, similar to 
that of the solicitor in Europe, in his relation to the 
Barristers. It is his business to get business and to 
make clients for his clients—the attorneys he repre- 
sents. Each year of his business has been the best, 
considered from the point of income and results to 
his clients. Many attorneys retain him now under 
contracts for a term of years. He has many contracts 
for three and five years. In fact, attorneys he has 
represented for one year or more are willing to make 
contract for as long a term as he will accept. 

They pay him a retainer. He does not participate 
in fees. He does not antagonize or compete with com- 
mercial lawyers or commercial agencies, but has the 
co-operation of the desirable elements in commercial 
and corporation law business. The character of his 
work is such that he can make it to the advantage of 
people who have business to forward to send it to the 
attorneys he represents. He, of course, is careful in 
the selection of his clients and those having business 
to forward to lawyers in any part of the world can 
depend upon his recommendation of attorneys who 
are as good as the best in their respective localities. 

His offices have always been in the St: Paul Build- 
ing, where he has all modern facilities. 
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The Frank Shepard Company has published a Cumulative 
Supplement to Shepard’s Citations of the Minnesota Re- 
ports, covering vols. 81-97. 





Matthew Bender & Company, of Albany, N. Y., announce 


that the first impression of the new sixth edition of “Collier © 


on Bankruptcy,” that was published May 4, 1907, was sold 
at once and that the second printing is now ready for 
delivery. 


The Bancroft-Whitney Company announce as now ready 
volume 1 of “Green’s Digest of California Reports,” cover- 
ing volumes 1 to 147 California Reports, volume 1 of the 
District Courts of Appeal Reports, and of all California 
decisions in volumes 1 to 88 Pacific Reporter, including 
those which are not to be found in the California Reports. 
The classification is based on that of the Century Digest, 
and the Annotations include references to the Century 
Digest and Cyclopedia of Law and Procedure, as well 
as to the American Decisions, Reports, and State Re- 
ports, and the Lawyers’ Reports Annotated. The Digest 
will be complete in six volumes, at $8.50 a volume, and the 
publishers expect to issue the work at the rate of a volume 
a month. 


We have just received a copy of Part II. of a mono- 
graph written by Bernard C. Steiner, Ph. D., on “Maryland 
During the English Civil Wars.” This is one of the Johns 
Hopkins University studies in historical and _ political 
science, and Mr. Steiner is the associate in history of that 
university. The former part of this monograph, published 
in the last number of the studies for 1906, discussed events 
occurring in Maryland from the beginning of the period of 
the English Civil Wars down to the close of the difficulties 
between Lord Baltimore and the Jesuits. The narrative is 
now taken up with the events of the year 1643. Dr. Steiner 
has treated his subject in a manner which reveals the most 
eareful and painstaking study and his monograph is an 
important contribution to American history. 


A Handbook of Corporation Law, as applied to private busi- 
ness corporations. By Richard Selden Harvey, of the New 
York Bar. The Bleyer Law Publishing Company, New York. 
Price, buckram, $3.75, prepaid. 


This volume is said to be the direct result of the so- 
called “copper war,” during which was precipitated a 
struggle between powerful interests for immensely valuable 
properties. 

The author, one of the counsel engaged in that contro- 
versy, was employed during a period of years in the prepa- 
ration of exhaustive briefs, involving a careful study of the 
subject. Invaluable data was secured by him during his 
practical labor, and impressed by the great need of one cen- 
trai and convenient work, covering the sources of informa- 
tion and the controlling authorities relating to Corporation 
Law, he decided to issue in book form the material gathered 
during his careful researches. 


The scope of the work is shown by a glance at the table 
of contents, where the following topics are considered : 

The Private Business Corporation—Definition and Rela- 
tion to Component Members; Situs—The Corporate Home; 
Foreign Corporations and Comity; Rights and Powers; The 
Power to Alienate the Corporate Property and Rights; 
Bonds and Mortgages; The Duties, Obligations and Liabili- 
ties of Corporations; The Charter—Evolution of Modern 
Methods, Limited by Constitution; By-Laws; Stock and 
Stock Certificates; On Change of Capital Stock; Stock- 
holders’ Meetings; Nature and Requirements, Supervision 
by Equity; Directors, Officers and Agents; Stockholders In- 
ter-Sese; The Fiduciary Relation; Inspection of Books and 
Papers; Stockholders’ Rights and Wrongs Enumerated; 
Purchasers at Foreclosure Sales Under Corporate Mort- 
gages; Proceedings in Bankruptcy and Insolvency Against 
Railroad Companies. 

While this work is an example of “book making” rather 
than a treatise by the author, owing to the fact that the 
text is presented largely in the exact words of the authori- 
ties, its value as a practical working treatise is enhanced 
rather than impaired by this method of treatment. The 
author’s chapters on the rights of minority stockholders, 
and the duties and liabilities of corporations and their 
officers to such stockholders, is the most complete and satis- 
factory treatment of this subject to be found in any book 
on Corporation Law. 


“Collier on Bankruptcy,” sixth edition, by Frank B. Gilbert, 
of the Albany Bar. Published by Matthew Bender & Company, 
Albany, 1907. Price, buckram, $6.50, prepaid. 

This standard work, which is the recognized authority on 
Bankruptcy, is so well and favorably known to members 
of the Bar that extended notice is unnecessary. The new 
edition of 1077 pages, by the editor of the fifth edition, 
follows the same general plan so successfully adopted in 
the former edition, and by his predecessors. During the 
two years which have elapsed since the publication of the 
fifth edition nearly six hundred cases involving the in- 
terpretation and application of the National Bankruptcy 
Act have been decided. Many of these cases conclusively 
settled disputed questions and are authoritative declara- 
tions of important doctrines. The character of these cases 
has required occasional modifications of the text of the 
former edition. In many instances new paragraphs and 
subdivisions have been inserted for the purpose of con- 
forming the text to the trend of the judicial decisions. The 
new edition is strictly up to date, and its completeness will 
be highly appreciated by all those who have occasion to 
practice under the National Bankruptcy Act. 





Handbook of the Law of Private Corporations, 
Clark, Jr. Second edition, by Prancis B. Tiffany. 
book Series. Published by the West Publishing Co., 
Minn., 1907. Price, buckram, $3.75 delivered. 

No series of legal text-books has ever been pub 
parable with the Hornbook Series for fixing in 
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it 


mind 
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elementary principles of the law. The average text-book is 
of little value as a working-tool for the practicing lawyer. 
The principles of the law can be more easily obtained else- 
where. This objection has been largely overcome by the 
Hornbook Series, wherein is concisely stated the leading 
principles in bold face type. This feature enables the busy 
lawyer to quickly refresh his memory, and renders the 
series valuable beyond one’s college days. The special 
features of these books are: 

1. A succinct statement of the leading principles and 
rules of law, in numbered paragraphs running through the 
work, printed in black letter. This gives a bird's-eye view 
of the whole subject, and serves admirably for a quick re- 
view and refreshing of the mind. 

2. A more extended commentary following each para- 
graph, elucidating the principles, showing exceptions, ap- 
plication, relation of different principles, etc. This forms 
the text proper of the book. 

3. Notes and authorities, given in footnotes. The cases 
cited are selected for their recognized authority and for 
their lateness. 

Thirty volumes have already appeared in the Hornbook 
Series, and handbooks on the law on other subjects are in 
preparation. 

Ten years have elapsed since the first publication of 
Clark on “Private Corporations.” Since that time thou- 
sands of important decisions upon corporation law have 
been rendered. These have necessitated the addition of 
hew matter and some changes in the text of the new edition, 
as well as the addition of many recent cases to the notes. 
In the new edition, Mr. Tiffany has retained all of the 
good features of the old one. The following chapter head- 
ings indicate the scope of the work: 

Of the Nature of a Corporation; Creation and Citizen- 
ship of Corporations; Effect of Irregular Incorporation; 
Relation Between Corporation and Its Promoters; Powers 
and Liabilities of Corporations; The Corporation and the 
State; Dissolution of Corporations; Membership in Cor- 
porations; Management of Corporations—Officers and 


Agents; Rights and Remedies of Creditors; Foreign Cor- 
porations, 
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Altogether this book must be considered one of the very 
best of the one volume treatises on Corporation Law. 





Shake-speare, England’s Ulysses, the Masque of Love 
Labor's Won, or the Enacted Will, Dramatized from the Son- 
nets of 1609, by Latham Davis. G. BE. Stechert & Co., 129-133 
West 20th Street, New York. $1.50. 

The fact that a legal document is involved gives us the 


unique opportunity this month of heralding an event of 


momentous historic and literary interest. Such an oppor- 
tunity is not usually accorded a journal like THe AMERICAN 
LAWYER, appealing especially to a single professional class. 


This event or fact is none other than the evolving of a 
new author of Shakespeare’s plays. The author of the 
author walked into our office recently and handed us his 
recipe whereby any of our readers may concoct the author- 
ship of his beloved plays for himself. 

As our visitor made no charge for the recipe (other than 
the publishing of a review of his work), we refrain from 
giving in full the directions contained in his formula; we 
will merely give a suggestion of its contents—enough per- 
haps to spur on the amateur to buy a copy and mix the 
ingredients for himself. 

All that is required in the way of an outfit is a copy of 
the book ($1.50 at G. E. Stechert & Co.’s, 129 West Twenti- 
eth Street), an old edition of Shakespeare’s plays, and a fount 
of bold face type. No previous Shakespearean knowledge 
whatever is required. 

This bold face type is the key of the whole matter, and if 
it is used carefully in accordance with the formula con- 
tained in the book of directions, anyone, even a lawyer, 
can see the name of the real author of Shakespeare’s plays 
stand out clear and distinct from all the other words, or, to 
use a labelous expression, “if the directions are followed 
success will be attained in every case.” 

The ease with which it can be done will be seen from the 
fac simile of page 24 of Mr. Davis’ book, which we append 
at the bottom of this page. 

We can thoroughly recommend this book to all puzzle 
lovers and those interested in knowing who really did write 
Shakespeare. That these latter are becoming an ever in- 
creasing class is very evident. No home is really complete 
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LOVE’S LABOR’S WON; OR, THE ENACTED WILL 


PHILOSOPHIC, 


PSYCHO-TRAGI-COMICc, 


AND EMBLEMATIC 


DRAMATIS PERSONAE 
The Gods in Pythagorean Transmigration Upon Plato’s Ladder of Love. 
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Complaint, 1601.] 

Let the bird of loudest lay, 
On the sole Arabian tree. 
Herald sad and trum 
To whose sound ¢ 
But thou, shrieking 
Foul precurrer of the fiend 
Augur of the fever’s end, 
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THE PHOENIX AND TURTLE DOVE. 
[From the additional poems to Robert - 
Chester's Love’s Martyr, or Rosalin’s 


San bo, 
wings obe y. 


harbinger, 


a _ To this troop come thou hot near. 
From this session interdic t 


feath'red king 


_ Le ning Swa his right. 

. And thou, treble-dated Crow, go Reise 
That thy sable gender mak’st 

With the breath thou giv’st and tak’st, 

*Mongst our mourners shalt thou go. 





“Act IV. | Act V. and Anti-masque. 
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TO LAWYERS: 
Phis Russell List of Legal Correspondents, prepared 
originally for private use only, is unique in that the 
tirms ingluded are selected on their merits, and none 
are admitted by 


subscription. It is thoroughly de- 


pendable, and is very useful to lawyers and others 
who may require the services of responsible corre- 
spondents in any of the numerous places (about 
5,000) at home and abroad to which the List relates. 
It was not designed as a 
lhe 


Copies will be 


“collection list.” 


List is revised and re-issued semi-annually. 


sent on receipt ef 20c. in postage. 


EUGENE C. WORDEN, Manager, 
32 Liberty St., New York 


unless it contains at least two authors of Shakespeare be- 
sides the author himself, and this work of Mr. Davis, pre- 
senting as it does in attractive form the most up to date 
iuthor, cannot fail to have a large sale, and we think the 
Earl of Essex, under the management of Mr. Davis, may 
supersede even the Duke of Rutland, the last claimant that 
we know of, who is backed by a German seer. 

P. S.—We have no doubt that this work deserves a much 
more serious and painstaking review than we have given it, 
for it certainly shows a wonderful amount of labor and 
knowledge of Shakespeare and his times, and includes 
interesting reprints of contemporary 
writings which would be hard to find elsewhere. The book 
would have been much improved and rendered more intelli- 
gible to the general reader if the author had added a dis- 
tinct and simple statement of his purpose and mode of 
procedure. In fact, we would ask for a “bill of particulars” 
before really attempting to seriously review the book. If 
we find in any of our exchanges a proper review that we 
can safely extract, we will gladly publish it. 


valuable’ and most 


“Marketable Title to Real Estate,” second and revised edi- 
tion, by Chapman W. Maupin, of the Washington (D. C.), Bar. 
Published by Baker, Voorhis & Co. Price, $6 net, or $6.40 sent 
by express, prepaid. 

This is also a the rights and remedies of 
vendors and purchasers of defective titles (as between them- 
and includes the law of covenants for title, the 
doctrine of specific performance and other kindred subjects. 
So far as we have been able to ascertain, this is the only 
American publication on the subject. Its place is filled by 
no other single law book in the whole range of legal litera- 
ture. 


treatise on 


selves) 


It stands as a complete exposition of case law on 
the subject of defective titles, and contains references to 
nearly 6,000 cases. In no respect is the work a treatise 
upon real property, real property tenures nor titles to real 
estate, in the sense in which this last term is commonly 
used, but is instead a collation of the laws and decisions 
which govern the rights of both parties with respect to the 
title, and prescribe the remedies of the purchaser; pre- 
cautionary, where it is anticipated that the title may prove 
defective, and compensatory where it has proven to be so. 
Therefore, what circumstances will entitle a vendee to pro- 
tection as a bona fide purchaser for value without notice, 
or will sustain his title in ejectment, or will support his 
bill to remove a cloud from the title, have not been made 
the subject of separate and independent treatment in this 
work, and have been considered only so far as they have 
served to illustrate some principles of the law of defective 
titles, as applied between vendor and purchaser. That law 
is to be found through the text books and through the re- 
ports and digests under the several heads of Vendor and 
Purchaser, Covenants for Title, Specific Performance, 
Equity Jurisprudence, Deeds, Titles to Real Estate, Real 


AMERICAN 





LAWYER 


Property, Abstract of 


Title, 
and many other minor heads of the law. 
writer has been te collect the relevant matter from these 
different sources in one volume and so to arrange and to 
dispose it as to render the whole easily accessible to the 
profession, 


Judicial Sales, Subrogation, 


The effort of the 


It is difficult to imagine a work more thoroughly prac- 
tical than this or indeed one of greater usefulness to the 
average member of the bar. Every phase of the subject 
has received most minute examination and the analysis is 
almost perfect. The saving of counsel’s time which can be 
effected by this book is something enormous. There is a 
minute and thorough index, numerous appropriate sub-titles 
and cross references. In the citations of judicial decisions 
reference is given not only to the official Reports, but also 
to the Reporters, The American Decisions, American Re- 
ports, American State Reports and the Lawyers Reports 
Annotated. Each chapter is supplied with an analysis of 
its contents and every and numerical subdivision 
has its appropriate headline. 

We this book to members of 
the Bar, and we can assure them that it will form a valu- 
able addition to their libraries. 


section 


can heartily recommend 


Corporate Bonds and Mortgages, by Leonard A. Jones, au- 
thor of “Mortgages,” etc., and Judge of the Land Court of 
Massachusetts. The Bobbs-Merrill Co., Indianapolis, 1907. 
Buckram, 849 pp. Price, $6.00. 

Jones on Corporate Bonds and Mortgages was first pub- 
lished in 1879, under the title of “Railroad Securities.” In 
1890 the second edition came from the press, the title being 
changed to its present form in order to indicate more ac- 
curately the true scope of the work. The importance of 
this treatise may be gauged by the fact that about one- 
third of America’s wealth is represented by the bonds and 
mortgages of railroads and other corporations. 

Among the important topics treated in the twenty-two 
chapters of this work are: 

Power of Corporations to Mortgage Their Property and 
Franchises; Form and Construction of Corporate Mort- 
gages; Property Covered by Railroad Mortgages; Mortgages 
of After-Acquired Property ; Legal Nature of Rolling Stock 
of Railroads; Mortgage Bonds of Corporations; Promissory 
Notes and Unsecured Bonds of Corporations; Interest and 
Interest Coupons; Contracts of Guaranty and Endorse- 
ment; Duties and Rights of Mortgage Trustees; Payment 
and Redemption; Remedies and Jurisdiction of Courts for 
Enforcement of Corporate Securities; Foreclosure Pro- 
ceedings Under Corporate Mortgages; Appointment and 
Jurisdiction of Receivers; Rights and Liabilities of Re- 
ceivers; Receivers’ Debts and Certificates; Debts of Mort- 
gage Trustees in Possession; Priority of Railroad Mort- 
gages Not Affected by Equities Arising Subsequently; 
Schemes for Reorganization Affecting the Priority of Mort- 
gages; Foreclosure Sales Under Corporate Mortgages; 
Rights of Ratification, Acquiescence, Laches, Estoppel ; The 
Remedies for Stockholders’ Wrongs: what they are and 
when applied; Amalgamation-Combination-Consolidation- 
Merger, and herein also of Conspiracy; Holding Com- 
panies; Corporations as Affected by Constitutional Pro- 
visions; Termination of Corporate Existence; Underlying 
Principle of Anglo-Saxon Jurisprudence ; In Conclusion. 

The new third revised edition contains about 250 pages 
of new material, this being the outgrowth of legislative and 
judicial developments during the past sixteen years. The 
author has added to the sections of the original work and 
has interpolated new text wherever modifications and addi- 
tions to the law demand. The notes are fully expanded and 
all recent decisions are cited. Like Judge Jones’ other 
works, this book is recognized as authoritative. 
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(Continued from page 328.) 

Abstractly considered, if an attorney desired to 
inspire confidence in others of the justice of his 
client’s cause, he could not take a better course than 
by calling for all the light on a controversy obtain- 
able. An attorney—theoretically speaking—should 
recognize no obligation to a client that involves the 
suppression of facts tending to throw light on the 
justice of his client’s contention. 

But the menace of legal power has determined the 
advisability of the strictest vigilance by the attorney 
in taking advantage of every safeguard about an 
accused that was ever extorted from the law. 

Conduct in life is often a compromise between 
the ideal and the practical, between a theory and 
a condition. Men may abandon an ideal because 
its pursuit involves more hardihood than they 
possess; and this is what occurs in by far the more 
numerous instances of wrong. Men may be forced 
to waver in their fidelity to a theory out of sole con- 
sideration for the demands of a condition; here they 
stand justified by all the canons of good ethies. There 
is often the alternative presented to people of work- 
ing with imperfect tools or of deferring action alto- 
gether because of the things they cannot assent to 
in full. 

Free trade is correct on principle, but a tariff may 
be justified as a protective measure. Discrimination 
among nations in admitting to citizenship may be 
wrong in theory, but exclusion acts, while not al- 
ways free from unjust features, yet at times may be 
imperative. 

So it may be necessary to back the decrees of gov- 
ernment with force; yet compulsion is to be theoreti- 
cally condemned. 

In legal ethics many things not absolutely right 
are sanctioned by the needs of conditions. A code of 
ethics framed absolutely correct would have to rest 
upon ideal conditions not yet arrived at. Such a 
code would tolerate only the fullest co-operation 
with justice on the part of the lawyer; while it 
would be applicable only to conditions where no un- 
warrantable aggression due to human errors of 
judges or legislators could exist. But as such a code 
would be inefficacious to determine legitimate prac- 
tice of lawyers confronted with conditions, it would 
be of value simply in holding up the ideal, not in 
sanctioning or disapproving present practices. 

It is unquestionably violence to the truth to con- 
tend that when a confessed criminal pleads ‘‘not 
guilty’’ to an indictment for the offense committed, 
he is not denying the commission of an offense, but 
the commission of the offense as charged. Yet the 
stoutest resistance to a prosecution could only be 
safely abandoned were prosecutors or judges in- 
fallible. 


Such defenses as the Statute of Limitations, bar- 
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ring a just debt, or the Statute of Frauds, enabling 
a man to evade responsibility for his word, if not in 
writing, are rarely justifiable under any circum- 
stances. But objections to evidence tending to show 
the accused in his true colors, or to defenses omitted 
to be adverted to in the pleadings, may be defensible 
under certain circumstances. 

The tendeney of law is not to be beneficent, but 
tyrannical. Beeause only the more acute and able 
among men can either make or administer laws, the 
rights of the larger portion of those bound by laws 
have ever been endangered through inability to stem 
the excesses of the more able and powerful. 

Viewed from an uncompromising standpoint of 
right and wrong, it is just as much the duty of the 
lawyer to see that the client evades no just penalty 
as it is to see that he suffers no unjust penalty. Were 
the law always even justice, the duty of the lawyer 
might well be considered as one of co-operation with 
law to see that no crime be perpetrated with im- 
punity. But beeause the law reflects human imper- 
fection, lawyers are forced to vigorously combat 
law’s every assumption. 

What might be known as the law of extremes ap- 
pears perpetually in human affairs. Religion, to be 
sufficiently effective in restraining loose standards 
of conduct, had to lapse into asceticism; and phil- 
osophy, to seeure proper respect for individual rights, 
had to become unduly antagonistic to necessary re- 
straints of government. The excesses of Socialism 
neutralize the dangers of Capitalism; while Union- 
ism and labor strikes counteract monopolistic evils. 
And France had to pass through the experiment of 
the tyrannies of democracy after the tyrannies of 
monarehical government before the equilibrium 
«wuld be restored. 

So it would seem to be with a formal denial of the 
guilt of a confessed criminal, or the exclusion of evi- 
dence derogatory to an aceused person; such legal 
safeguards are required to be of the strongest kind 
to effectively eombat legal aggression. If the stout- 
est resistance be abandoned or the slightest failure to 
take advantage of legal privileges be shown, the tides 
of law would soon level all barriers. The stoutest 
resistance, even to the point of violence to truth, 
would seem to be necessary to counteract legal 
abuses in order to preserve the equilibrium whereby 
rights are maintained. 

Because of the imperfection of men, practices may 
be justified by legal ethics based upon the require- 
ments of conditions that violate the absolute right. 
But the ideal must ever be kept unclouded while 
submitting to the demands of conditions slowly ap- 
proximating the ideal. Fictions and all untruth 
must ultimately disappear. Untrue assumptions on 


all sides are gradually yielding before irrepressible 
demands for truth. 











346 


LIST OF ATTORNEYS 
IN UNITED STATES, 
EUROPE. 


CANADA AND 


(Revised Monthly.) 


The Attorneys named in this list have been 
recommended by banks, bankers, or other 
equally reliable parties, as lawyers of in- 
tegrity and tested ability. We believe 
that every one of them is worthy of the 
endorsement which we give by the plac- 
ing of their names herein if, however, 
there is known to our subscribers, at any 
time, anything which reflects discredit- 
ably upon any one thus endorsed, we 
will appreciate full information of the 
facts, and if our thorough information 
shows that the complaints are well 
founded, the list will be purged accord- 
ingly All such complaints will be 
treated as confidential When sending 
business to attorneys and firms reported 
always mention THE AMERICAN LAW- 
YER. Counties are named in parentheses 
(), and county seats indicated by a * 


REPRESENTATION IN  THIS_ LIST 
WILL BE GIVEN ACCREDITED AT- 


TORNEYS ON FAVORABLE TERMS 
Alabama. 

Athens* (Limestone)........ W. R. Walker 

Bessemer (Jefferson)...........¢ J. A. Estes 


BIRMINGHAM (Jefferson) 
UGH C. CRANE, 205 Title Guar- 
antee 3uilding Collections, depo- 
sitions, bankruptcy. References: Jef- 
ferson County Savings Bank, Decatur 
Car Wheel and Manufacturing Com- 
pany, Birmingham; American Dry 
Goods Association, New York; United 
Bonded Collection Comnany, Atlanta. 
Decatur (Morgan). ; > W. Godbey 
Dothan (Henry).......... Gaines & Fuller 
Florence* (Lauderdale)..John T. Ashcraft 
Gadsden* (Etowah)....... Ss. W. Johnston 
Greensboro* (Hale).........-. Cc. E. Waller 
HieGin® (Cleared «0.60 05.000 02250022 
MERRILL & MERRILL 
Refer to Bank of Heflin. 
Huntsville* (Madison) 
BURKE & SMITH. Refer to W. R 
Rison Banking Company. 
LAWRENCE COOPER. Refers to 
Huntsville Bank & Trust Co. 
Livingston* (Sumter)..Reuben & Chapman 
Mobile* (Mobile)......Vaughan & Gaillard 
Montgomery* (Montgomery) 
OLLOWAY & BROWN 
J Lee Holloway, Armstead Brown. 
Refer to First National Bank. 
Monroeville* (Monroe)....... T. S. Wiggins 
New Decatur (Morgan)....Send to Decatur 
Opelika® (Lee)...........- Barnes & Duke 
Selma* (Dallas)......... Pettus & Jeffries 
Talladega* (Talladega)..JAMES C. BURT 
Refers to Isbell Nat'l Bank and First 
Nat'l Bank. 
Tuscaloosa* (Tuscaloosa)..Foster & Jones 
Tuscumbia* (Colbert)...... Kirk & Almon 
Tuskegee* (Macon)...... Charles W. Hare 
Union Springs* (Bullock)............ 
L. M. MOSELY 


Refers to Merchants’ and Farmers’ 
Bank. 
Alaska. 
SUR 6a 0 sc cvivwicedaves apne: & Foote 
PROMOS «6 occ cccscen 00% soe seas H. Allen 
lO a ee eer isamunda Smith 


Mining and Corporation Law. Reference: 
Valdez Bank & Mercantile Co. A. L. 
Levy & Co., Bankers, Valdez, Alaska. 


Arizona. 


Phoenix*® (Maricopa) .........-++++eee5 
CHALMERS & WILKINSON. Counsel 
The Incorporating Company of Ari- 
zona, Phoenix, Arizona. (Attorneys 
for Phoenix National Bank, Santa Fe 
Railway, Phoenix Street Railway, 
and other corporations.) 
Prescott* (Yavapai)..Robert E. Morrison 
Tombstone* ( Cochise)...... S. A. D. Upton 
Tempe (Maricopa)........ Send to Phoenix 
Tucson* (Pima)....THOMAS A. BORTON 
Corner of Church and Pennington 
streets. 


Yuma® (Yuma).......sceeeses Cc. L. Brown 
Arkansas. 
Arkansas City* (Desha)....Henry Thane 
Ashdown (Little River)............. 
2 Send to Texarkana 
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Bentonville* (Benton)...... W. D. Mauck 
Brinkley (Monroe).......... Cc. F. Greenlee 
Clarksville* (Johnson)....... J. E. Cravens 
Corping® (CIBY) vs ci cntedcocecen D. Hopson 
Danville (Yell)... cccscsses H. F. George 
wes Are® (Prairie) ...cesessss F. E. Brown 
Eldorado* (Union)......... Jesse B. Moore 


Eureka Springs (Carroll)..James & Fuller 
Refer to Citizens Bank. 

Fayetteville* (Washington)..J. W. Walker 

Fort Smith* (Sebastian)..A. A. McDonald 


Greenwood* (Sebastian)...... T. B... Peer 
Hamburg* (Ashley)...... George & Butler 
Heber* (Cleburne)..Send to Searcy, Ark. 
Helena* (Phillips)......... Jas. C. Tappan 
Hope (Hempstead)....Send to Texarkana 
Hot Springs* (Garland)....C. Floyd Huff 


Jonesboro (Craighead) .........-+se+++-. 
FRIERSON & FRIERSON 
Refer to Johnson, Berger & Co., and 
Chapman & Dewey Lumber Co. 
Lewisville (Lafayette)..Send to Texarkana 
Little Rock* (Pulaski)..BDGAB E. MOSS 
Corporation and commercial business 
given careful attention. Refers to 
buchaase National Bank, Union 
Trust Co., or any bank or business 
house in Little Rock 


Lonoke® (Lonoke)............-. Geo. Siblev 
Magnolia* (Columbia)........4 A. S. Kilgore 
Meme CPOE ic tas eserawes ae ee J. W. Alley 
Osceola (Mississippi).......... J. T. Coston 
Paragould* (Greene).......... Jason Light 
Perryville® (Perry)..........d Jas. A. Vance 


Pine Bluff (Jefferson) 


Crawford & Gantt 


Russellville* (Pope)........... Davis & Son 
Searcy* (White).......... S. Brundidge, Jr. 
Texarkana® (Miller)........ Frank S. Quinn 
Van Buren* (Crawford)......... S. R. Chew 
Walnut Ridge* (Lawrence).W. E. Beloate 
Warren* (Bradley)......... W. S. Goodwin 
California. 
Alameda* (Alameda)........ E. K. Taylor 
Bakersfield (Kern)........... Thomas Scott 


Re fers to Bank of Bakersfield. 
Berkeley (Alameda)...........eeeee0: 

Ww ~ Keyes & Martin, 301-305 First 
National Bank Bldg. Refer to First 
National Bank, University National 
Bank, Hunter Lumber Company, and 
Fr. W. Foss Lumber Company, of 
Berkeley, California. 

Coltama® (Colman) ...dst<cscne E. Swinford 
Eureka* (Humboldt)........... W. L. Duff 
Fresno City* (Fresno).. 

Refer to First National Bank. 

Glendora (Los Angeles)..B. B. BIDWELL 

References: Azusa Valley Bank, Azusa, 

California; Glendora Bank, Glendora, 

California. 

Healdsburg (Sonoma)........ E. M. Norton 
Long Beach (Los Angeles)....Carl Monk 

Refers to Bank of Commerce. 

Los Angeles* (Los Angeles).......... 

WORKS, LEE & WORKS, Suite 820 
H. W. Hellman Bidg. (John D. 
Works, late Associate Justice Supreme 
Court of California. Bradner W. 
Lee, Lewis R. Works). Attorneys for 
National Bank of California; Cali- 
fornia King Gold Mines Co., New 
York; American Soda Fountain Co., 
Boston, &c. 

Modesta* (Stanislaus)......... P. J. Hazen 

Monterey (Monterey)...... Silas W. Mack 
Refers to First National Bank. 

Oakland* (Alameda)...GEO. EB. DeGOLIA 


Pasadena (Los Angeles)............. 
Send to Los Angeles | 
Petaluma (Sonoma)........ W. B. Haskell 
Pomona (Los Angeles)........ J. A. Gallu 
Redding (Shasta)............. Geo. Bus 
Riverside* (Riverside)...... G. A. French 


Sacramento* (Sacramento)............- 


Robert T. Devlin 
San Bernardino* (San Bernardino) 


F. W. Gregg 
SAN FRANCISCO* (San Francisco) 
ADAMS * ADAMS 
San Diego* (on Diego)..... ‘ 
SAMUEL . WOODWORTH. 


Refers to First National Bank. 
xz. S. CRANE. Commercial, Corpora- 
tion, Probate and Real Estate Law. 
Special Collection Department. Re- | 
ferred to Citizens’ Savings Bank, San 
Diego Savings Bank or American 
National Bank. 
San Jose* (Santa Clara). McGinnis | 
San Luis Obispo* (San ay ‘Obteps) 
L. A. Enos 
Santa Ana* (Orange)...... Ray Billingsley | 
Santa Barbara* (Santa Sees dhe be 


. T. Richards | 
Santa Cruz* (Santa Cruz)...... J. H. Logan. 


Refers to First National Bank. 
Santa Monica (Los Angeles); - pe 


. Evarts & Ewing | 





Santa Rosa* (Sonoma). pens T. Campbell 
Stockton* (San “ieee -.. -R. W. Dodge 
SUMO COORG onc s 6000050 ce J. W. Allen 
Ukiah (Mendocino)...... ++++.W. G. Poage 


Watsonville (Santa Cruz)...... 
Holbrook & Maher 
_ Refer to the Bank of Watsonville. 
Woodland* (Yolo).........:Hurst & Hurst 


Colorado. 


Amethyst (Mineral)..... 

Aupon® (Pititied : cocss cidinna 

Boulder (Boulder)... ALBERT REE 
References: The Mercantile Bank & 
Trust Company, Boulder, Colorado; 
First National Bank, Boulder, Colorado; 
International Trust Co., Denver, Colo- 


radv; United States National Bank, 
Denver, Colorado. 


-Albert L. Moses 
Cc. Rogers 
A. D 


Colorado Springs* (El Paso)........ 
AMES E. McINTYRE. Attorney for 


and refers to R. G. Dun & Co.; First 
National Bank, Colorado Sprin s. 
Cripple Creek (El Paso). .B B. W. Coleman 


Delta* (Delta)...........Milard Fairlam 
DENVER* (Denver) . -BWING ROBINSON 


Reference: Columbia Savings and Law 
Association. 
ROGERS, CUTHBERT & ELLIS. Bos- 
ton Bidg. 
BR. D. THOMPSON... .Continental Bldg. 
Vurango* (La Plata)..... . Richard McCloud 
a R - a Mer. Graden 
ercantile Co. an irst 
Fr aah ollins* (Larimer) a 
EORGE w. - Ref 
First National Bank. eipap kar 
Grand Junction* (Mesa)...... Fry & Welsh 
Refer to Mesa County National Bank. 
Greeley* (Weld)..... evesees Freeman 
Gunnison* (Gunnison)......... .D. T. Sapp 
Lake City* (Hinsdale)......G. D. Bardwell 
Leadville* (Lake)........William H. Nash 
Loveland (Larimer) ... LYMAN PO 


Twenty-five years’ experience. Refer- 
ence Court Officers, Banks. 
Montrose* (Montrose).......... Hugo Selig 
Ousar? (Omer) isk <oeess + nay & Story 
Pueblo* (Pueblo)......... ee B. Vates 
Silverton (San Juan)...... Fra a L. Ross 


Refers to First National Bank, Mont- 
coe, Colo., and Silverton National 
an 
Telluride* (San Miguel)...... E. C. Howe 
Trinidad* (Las Animas)....W. B. Morgan 


Connecticut. 


Ansonia (New Haven)....Holden & Hold 
Bridgeport® (Fairfield)............... yet 
Danbury* (Fai - aD. ed 
sury* (Fairfield)......Twe 
East Haddam (Middlesex) Po: Ipregeases 
Greenwich (Fairfield) s a Hubbard 
7 e ric e eccceeds 
HARTFORD* (Hartford) megan's 
PRANK 


Refers to 
Charter Oak National Bank. See 
advertisin card. 
Meriden (New lee 


ornelius .J. " Danaher 
Middletown (Middlesex) TaeGes Cc. E. Bacon 
Moodus (Middlesex). Cm to = Haddam 
Moosup* (Windham)..B. W. 
Reference: Windham Co. National 
_ Bank, Danielson, Conn. 
Naugatuck (New Haven)..Thomas Bowen 
New Britain (Hartford).........C. S. Burr 
New Haven* (New WOR) oss cccdsave 
ALBERT 


MA Ex- 
change Bldg., Judge City Court, 2 “eo 
Haven. References: Any 
New Haven. 

Cc. .¢ HARRIMAN, 42 Church Street. 
| Corporation Law. References New 
Haven Trust Co.; First National 
| Bank; Tradesman National Bank. 
New London* (New London). 
Newtown (Fairfield) Chat rthur B, Calkins 
own airfie . Charles orthro 
ponrwen (Fairfield) - 


Warner & Goldschmidt 
| Norwich® (New London)..Wallace S. Allis 
Rockville (Tolland)........ Charles Phelps 
‘Shelton (Fairfield).... ANDREW J. 

Stamford (Fairfield)........Curtis & Curtis 
Torrington (Litchfield)....Walter Holcomb 
Wallingford (New Haven)... 

oO. 


D. Fowler 

| Waterbury (New Haven)......J. J: O’Neill 

Willimantic (Windham)..... Curtis Dean 

Windsor Locks (Hartford). J. W. Johnson 

| Winsted (Litchfleld).................. 
GEORGE A. 


Practice in both Federal and State 


Courts. Special attention to Cor- 

tion, bate and Commercial 

| w in all its branches. References: 

Hurlbut National Bank and First 
National Bank. 





Delaware, 


Dover*® (Kent)........ Robt. H. Van Dyke 
Georgetown* (Sussex)....Joseph L. Cahill 
Wilmington* (New Castle)........... 
VEL & MARVEL, Rooms 302-309 
DuPont Building. Refer to First 
National Bank, The Wilmington 
Trust Company, The Pusey & Jones 
Company and The Charles Warner 
Company. 


District of Columbia. 


WASHINGTON (Washington) 

XANDER & WELL, No. 607 
Seventh St., N. W. Attorneys and 
Counsellors - at - Law (established 
1857). Specialties; Procurements of 
patents and trade-marks. Also ex- 
pert opinions and litigation con- 
nected therewith. Practice in all 
Federal Courts. Lawyers are in- 
vited to write us for our book of 
information concerning patents and 
trade-marks. 

BERRY & MINOR, Colorado Bidg., 14th 
& G sts., N. W. (Walter V. R. Berry, 
Benjamin 8S. Minor). Refer to Ameri- 
can Sec’y & Trust Co., the Ameri- 
can Nat'l Bank, Italian Embassy, 
Swiss Legation, etc. Practice before 
all courts and the departments. Spe- 
cial collection department. Long dis- 
tance telephone. 

BRANDENBUBG & BRANDENBURG, 
Fendall Bidg., 344 D St. N. W. (E. 
C. Brandenburg, Author of Branden- 
burg on Bankruptcy). Corporation 
and commercial law, patents and 
claims against United States. At- 
torneys for Central National Bank, 


etc. 

VERNON E. HODGES, 800 H St. N. 
W. Attorney and Counselor-at-Law. 
Patent Causes. Practice before the 
Federal Courts of the U. S. and the 
Courts of the District of Columbia 
and the U. S. Patent Office. Refer- 
ences among Lawyers and Clients all 
over the U. 8S. and Canada, as well as 
various Banks of the District of 
Columbia. See card. 

WALTER . CLEPHANE, Fendall 
Building. Author “Clephane on Busi- 
ness Corporations.” efer to Sec- 
ond National Bank and National Sav- 
ings & Trust Co. 


Pilorida. 

Apalachicola* (Franklin)......... W. Oven 
Baste. CRO)... cccecccesscse . W.. Brad 
Braidentown (Manatee)...... J. J. Stewart 
Chipley (Washington)..W. O. — Sr. 
Gainesville* (Aluchua).......... H. Davis 
Jacksonville* (Duval)........ 060 eee ° 

OPER & COOPER 
Jasper* (Hamilton)............ A. B. Small 
Key West* (Monroe).......... J. M. Phipps 


Marianna* (Jackson)..Benjamin S. Liddon 
Refers to First National Bank. 
Milton (Santa Rosa)...... Thomas F. West 
Refers to First National Bank. 
Ocala* (Marion)............ L. N. Green 
Orlando* (Orange)...... William H. Jewell 
Palatka® (Putnam).........- Henry Strunz 
Palmetto. (Manatee)......... E. F. Wilson 
Refers to Manatee County State Bank 
Pensacola* (Escambia)..........-...-- 
BLOUNT & BLOUNT & CARTER 
Perry (Taylor)...... THOMAS B. ADAMS 
St. Augustine* (St. John). 6 W. Dewhurst 
Tallahassee* (Leon).......- W. Williams 
Tampa* (Hillsboro). ‘veiaren & MABRY 
aferences: The Bradstreet Co. Ex- 
change National Bank of Tampa; The 


American Surety a 

. M. SIMONTON 
References: Citizens” Bank & Trust 
Co. and R. G. Dun & Co., Tampa; and 
Bank of Ybor City, Ybor City, Fla. 


Georgia. 


Abbeville (Wilcox)........ HAL LAWSON 

Adrian (Emanuel)...... Send to Swainsboro 

Albany (Dougherty)..Wooten & Hofmayer 

Americus (Sumter)...... E. A. Hawkins 

Ashburn (Worth)..........«. J. A. Comer 

a to J. S&S Betts & Co. and W. 
urray, Ashburn. 

Athens® CCISPES) 2 ccccccn's Thomas F. Green 

Corporation and commercial practice 

a specialty. Refers to Athens Sav- 

ings Bank, Georgia National Bank | 

4 Southern Mutual Insurance Com- 


pan 
Atlanta* Fulton) costes ce ccceeses 
‘ SLATON & 


THE AMERICAN 


Augusta* (Richmond).. HENRY S. JONES 

842 Broad st. Refers to L. C. Hayne, 

resident National Bank of Augusta; 
lanters’ Loan & Trust Co. 

Bainbridge* (Decatur)........ 

Blakely* (Early)...... AL P. 
Refers to Bank of Blakely and First 
National Bank of Blakely. 

Boston (Thomas)..........+. J. U. Merritt 
Refers to Bank of Boston and Mer- 
chants’ & Farmers’ Bank. 


q 
‘be 


S. Hawes 
ABE 


Brunswick* (Glynn).........- R. D. Meader 
Buchanan* (Haralson)...W. P. Robinson 
| Buena Vista* (Marion).... Geo. P. Munro 
Carrollton* (Carroll)........ S. Holderness 


Cartersville* (Bartow).............-..- 
NEEL * PEEPLES 


Cedartown*® (Polk)..........-. K. Davis 
Center (Jackson)....... Send ‘s Commerce 
Columbus (Muskogee)......... W. G. Love 
Commerce (Jackson)........ L. J. Smith 
Cordele (Dooly)..........+«. 5. @. JONES 


Dalton* (Whitefield).C. D. McCutcheon, Jr. 
Dawson* (Terrell)........ M. Cc. Edwards 
Douglas (Coffee)....O’Steen & Tomlinson 
Dublin (Laurens)..Geo. Wilton Williams 


Eastman*® (Dodge).......++«-. J. F. DeLacy 
Eatonton (Putnam)...... W. B. Wingfield 
Elberton*® (Elbert).......... Z B. Rogers 
Fitzgerald (Irwin)....... Hapgood & Cutts 
Gainesville* (Hall)............ H. H. Perry 


Garfield (Emanuel)....Send to Swainsboro 
Graymont (Emanuel)..Send to Swainsboro 


Griffin® (Spalding)............M. W. Beck 
Hartwell* (Hart)........ Julian B. McCurry 
Homerville* ey si soeesee- Li. Drawdy 
Hoschton (Jackson). .Send to Commerce 
Jefferson (Jackson).....Send to Commerce 
Jessup* (Wayne)........... O. F. Littlefield 


Refers to Jessup oo Co. 
La Grange* (Troup)....Harwell & Lovejoy 
gE" 


Lumpkin* (Stewart).........E. lr. Hickey 
Macon*® (Bibb).......... Richard K. Hines 
Maysville (Banks)...... Send to Commerce 
Moultrie* (Colquitt)........ J. D. McKenzie 
Montezuma (Macon)....... J. M. Du Pree 


Mt. Vernon (Montgomery)..M. B. Calhoun 
Refers to Mt. Vernon Bank. 


Newnan (Coweta)............. W. M. Glass 
Nicholson (Jackson)....Send to Commerce 
Pendergrass (Jackson)..Send to Commerce 


BOGte” CEIOUGOOR) «once ctcces Cc. Duncan 
Reidsville® (Tattnall)........ H. C. Beasley 
Be Aaa Cc. E. Carpenter 
Savannah* (Chatham)......... 
HITCH & DENMARK 
Refer to Citizens’ Bank, Merchants’ 
Nat. Bank, R. G. Dun & Co., and The 
Bradstreet Co., all of Savannah 
| Statham (Jackson)...... Send to Commerce 
Stillmore (Emanuel)..Send to Swainsboro 
Summertown (Emanuel).............. 
Send to Swainsboro 
Summit (Emanuel)....Send to Swainsboro 
Swainsboro* (Emanuel) . -Safford & Larsen 
Thomasville*® (Thomas)....... 
Hansell, MacIntyre & Mac Intyre 
Thomson* (McDuffle)........ John T. West 
Refers to the Bank of Thomson. 
Valdosta* (Lowndes) D. B. Smal 
Refers to Citizens’ Bank of Valdosta. 
Waycross* (Ware)......... = Wilson 
Waynesboro* (Burke)....Seaborn H. Jones 
West Point (Troup).. BENJAMIN H. 
Winder (Jackson)....... Send to Commerce 


Boise City* (Ada)....BICHARDS & HAGA 
Corporation, mining and irrigation law 
a specialty. 
and interests of non-residents care- 
fully attended to. 


Caldwell* (Canyon)......... H. A. Griffiths 
Challis*® (Custer)........... L. H. Johnston 
Emmett (Canyon)..... Geo. F. Zimmerman 
Refers to Bank of Emmett and First 
Nat’l Bank. 
Idaho Fallis* senptoet) « “Kevee B z. Briggs | 
Lewiston* (Nez Perces). — . BABB 
Malad (Oneida).............. > “DAVIS 
: Refers to J. N. Ireland & So. Bankers. 
Meadows (Washington)........ A: B. Lucas 


Refers to Meadows State Bank. 


Moscow* (Latah)........ James H. Forne 
Pocatello* (Bannock)........ F. S. Deitric 
Salmon City*® (Lemhi)......... F. J. Cowen 
Wallace* (Shoshone)......... A. G. KERNS 
Tilinois. 
Abingden a Panwhedccve W. HL Clarke 
Alton a. Danae de bee H. S. Baker 
1 Oe eee Cc. H. Wooster 
aroun {Dour Bt iii arrest ep md to Mattoon 


Assumption ela Déwaan & Franklin 


Aurora (Kane)........... Southworth 
|Beardstown (Cass).......... R. Hewit 


| Belleville® (St. Clair) ae R. W. Ropiequet | 


Attorney for First National Bank. 


Commercial litigation | 


| Saybrook (McLean)...... See 
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Belvidere* (Boone)........ Fuller & Israel 
Bloomington* (McLean)....Calvin Rayburn 
Broadlands (Champaign)............. 
Send to Champaign 
Bushnell (McDonough). ...David Chambers 


Cairo* (Alexander)....... Langsdon & Leek 

Cambridge* (Henry)...... Almon H. Linn 
Refers to First National Bank. 

Se Cr a aca acin as Gada bet J. Heylin 


Carbondale (Jackson)............sse+: 
Andrew S. Caldwell 
Carthage* (Hancock)....... D. Mack & Son 
Chenoa (McLean)............ O. W. Batrum 
CHICAGO* (Cook) 
FPERGUSON & GOODNOW, Title & 
Trust Bidg., 100 Washington st. 
Commercial, Corporation, Probate, 
Real Estate Law and Trade Mark 
Cases. Refer to Prairie National 
Bank and Chicago Title & Trust Co. 
& COOK. References: Chicago: 
Commercial .National Bank, Metro- 
politan Trust and Savings Bank, 
Chicago and Milwaukee Electric Rail- 
road Company, Chicago Title and 
Trust Company. New York: C. P. 
Treat (Railroad Contractor). Brook- 
lyn: Bejamin Moore & Company, and 
others on request. 


Chillicothe (Peoria)...... Send to Peoria 
Danvers (McLean)........ See Bloomington 
Danville* (Vermillion). .B. 

Decatur* (Macon)...... Mills & Fitzgerald 
DeKalb* (DeKalb)............-. C. A. Boise 
ee. GEO. cece dccenatecene J. W. Beemer 
East St. Louis (St. Clair)..Frank C. Smith 
Effingham* (Effingham)...... Wright Bros. 
OS FERS ee F. E. Shopen 
Elmwood (Peoria)......... Send to Peoria 
El Paso (Woodford)...... J. F. Bosworth 


Fairfield (Wayne).......... Geo. W. Johns 
Freeport* (Stephenson)...W. N. Cronkrite 


Refers to German Bank s Freeport. 
Fulton (Whiteside)......... F. L. Holleran 
Galena* (Jo Davies)....... Martin J. Dillon 
Galesburg* (Kmox)............. P. Ss. POST 


Gifford (Champaign)...Send to Champaign 

Greenup (Cumberland) ....Send to Mattoon 

Barriseera* (HGMMe) . .cccccscccccccccs 
Choisser, Whitley & Kane 


Henry (Marshall).......... Fred S. Potter 
Hillsboro* (Montgomery)....Thos. M. Jett 
Pe 2S) ree Higgins & Walter 
Kankakee* (Kankakee)...... Savary & Ruel 
Refer to First National Bank. 
Kewanee (Henry)............. Cc. C. Wilson 
Lacon (Marshall)....... Barnes & Magoon 
Refer to First National Bank. 
Lincoln* (Logan)...... Samuel L. Wallace 
Macomb* (McDonough)........ L. B. Vose 
Marion* (Williamson)...... Geo. W. Young 


PS COMING 6.6 d'dcnn 6s wodieies oe ceases 
Edward C. & James W. Craig, Jr. 
Refer to Mattoon National Bank and 
Cumberland County Bank, Neoga, Ill. 
Moline* (Rock Island)...C¥BUS E. DIETZ 
References: People’s Savings Bank & 
Trust Company, State Savings Bank & 
Trust Company, Moline Trust & Sav- 

ings Bank, Deers & Company. 

Momence (Kankakee)........ E. P. Harney 
Monmouth* (Warren)......... J. B. Brown 
Mound City* (Pulaski)....William A. Wall 
Mount Carmel* (Wabash) . .S. R. Putnam 
Mount Carroll* (Carroll........ F. S. Smith 
Mount Sterling* (Brown)....S. A. Hubbard 
Mount Vernon* (Jefferson) . .C. H. Patton 


Neoga (Cumberland)...... Send to Mattoon 
Olney* (Richland)............. J. C. Ritter 
Oregon® (Ogle).........e.e. Frank Bacon 
Ottawa® (La Salle)............. H. G. Cook 


Pana ye nd atlete kine 


E. A. Humphreys 
Paris* (Edgar). 


.R. L. & G. M. McKinlay 


Paxton* (Ford). Gees ce eCREeCe Oo. H. Wylie 
Pekin*® (Tazewell) ...........-. J. M. Rahn 
Philo (Champaign)... .Send ~ Sy 
Pontiac* (Livingston) ae i ari . Graves 


Refers to Pontiac State oe " Living- 
ston County National Bank and Na- 
tional Bank of Pontiac. 


Princeton* (Bureau)........ H. M. Trimble 
uincy* ((Adams)........... H. B. Coffield 
ntoul (Champaign)....Thomas J. Roth 
es ed (Gallatin)......... W. S. Phillips 
Robinson (Crawford).......... E. S. Stile 
| Rockford* (Winnebago)...... A. P. SMITH 


Rock Island* (Rock ——! canaeaeos 4 

E. Parmenter 
Rushville* (Schuyler). Glas & Bottenberg 
Refer to the = ‘of Rushville. 
Bloomington 
Shelbyville* (Shelby). .Walter C. Headon 
Springfield* (San mon). Conkling & Irwin 


Streator (La Salle)........ Walter Reeves 
Sullivan*® (Moultrie)...... Peadro & Sentel 
Sumner (Lawrence)............ S. C. Lewis 


Sycamore* (De Kalb) 

Taylorville* (Christian). James M. Taylor 
Refer to H. M. Vanderveer & Co., 
bankers. 
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TOUion (BALE) «....ccrscaces Allen P. Miller 
Refers to Bank of Burge, Dewey & 
Gould 

Vandalia* (Fayettte).......... B. W. Henry 

Waterloo* (Monroe)........ Chas. Morrison 

Watseka* (Iroquois)....John P. Pallissard 
Refers to First National Bank Crescent 
City, Ill; First National Bank, St. Anne, 
11k. 

Waukegan® (Lake)............ E. L. Clarke 

Winchester® (Scott)........... J. M. Riggs 

Woodstock* (McHenry)...... D. R. Joslyn 

Yorkville* (Kendall).........4 J. Fitzgerald 

Indiana. 

Anderson* (Madison)....J. R. Thornburgh 

Angola* (Steuben)...... Emmet A Bratton 

Argos (Marshall)............See Plymouth 

Auburn*® (De Kalb)....,.... Daniel M. Link 
Refers to Auburn State Bank 

Batesville (Ripley)....Cravens & Cravens 


Bedford* (Lawrence)....Brooks & Brooks 
Bloomington* (Monroe)..Louden & Louden 
Bourbon (Marshall)..........See Plymouth 
i gg Ct ) eee Geo. A. Knight 
Bristol (Elkhart).......... Send to Goshen 
Brownstown® (Jackson)... ccccccsecedes 
APPLEWHITE & ROBERTSON 
Places accessible, Medora, Vallonia, 
Mooney, Kurts, Norman, Cortland, 
Spurkville, Tampico 
Columbia City* (Whitley).....E. 


K. Strong 
Columbus* (Bartholomew) 


William J. Beck 
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Chickasha® CPigisene) «<0. 22s scventece 
CHARLES M. FECHHEIMEER 
Refers to First National Bank, Citizens’ 
National Bank, and Chickasha National 
Bank. 
Coweta (Creek Nation)..Send to Wagoner 
Dawson (Western District)..Send to Tulsa 
Inola (Creek Nation)....Send to Wagoner 
Marietta (District 21)........ J. C. Graham 
McAlester (District 15)..4. C. MABKLEY 
Mounde (Creek Nation)....Send to Sapulpa 
Muldrow (North Dist.)......See Wagoner 
Muscogee* (Creek Nation)............ 
Hutchings, West & Parker | 
Nowata (Cherokee Nation)............ 
Glass & Weaver | 
Okmulgee (Creek Nation) ‘Send to Sapulpa 
Poteau (Dist. 14). i<eswed Rosser & Varner 
Refer to First Nat. Bank and Poteau 
Nat. Bank, Poteau; Choctaw Commer- 
cial Bank, Spero; First Nat. Bank, 
Talihina. 
Porter (Creek Nation)....Send to Wagoner 
Salisaw (Cherokee Nation)............ 
Watts & McCombs 
Sapulpa* (Creek Nation)... 
Sulphur (District 21)....R. W. Shepherd 
Refers to First Nat. Bank and First 
State Bank. 
Tahlequah* (Cherokee Nation)........ 
1. T. Parks 
TiIBHOUMMMNS 20 cc.ceewsse ees S. C. Treadwell 
Tulsa (Western District)...... J. N. Gubser 
Refers to Bank of Commerce. 
Vinita (Cherokee Nation)........ P. Davis 
Wagoner (Creek Nation)........ J. H. Ford 


Corydon? CHarrison) . cosh sds0400 G W. Self 


Crawfordsville* (Montgomery) 
Robert W. Caldwell 
Crown Point* (Lake) ..Willis C. McMahan 
Decatur* (Adams)....James T. Merryman 
are CERMOPE) kc cccccaece P. L. Turner 
Elwood (Madison)........ Greenlee & Call 
Evansville* (Vanderbergh)............ 
LOUIS J. HERMAN 
Fort Wayne* (Allen)..VESEY & VESEY 
Refer to First National Bank and Fort 
Wayne Trust Co. 


Frankton (Madison)........... J. M. Farlow 
Goodland (Neywton)..........< J. W. Oswald 
Goshen*® (Elkhart)........ E. E. Mummert 
Greencastle (Putnam)........< Jackson Boyd 
Greenfield* (Hancock)......... W. W. Cook 
Greensburg* (DVecatur)..Myron C. Jenkins 


INDIANAPOLIS (Marion) 

BAMBERGER & FEIBLEMAN, 7(1-706 
State Life Bldg. Refer to any Bank 
or Trust Company in Indianapolis. 

GAVIN & DAVIS. References: In- 
dianapolis: Any Bank or Trust Co., 
and any Judge of the Supreme or 
Appellate Court. IF. E. Gavin and 
Theo. P. Davis are former Judges 
of the Appellate Court of Indianap- 
olis. (Branch office Noblesville, Ind.) 


Jasper* (Dubois)...... Milburn & Sweeney 
La Porte* (La Porte)........ Weir & Doran 
Logansport* (Cass)........ Nelson & Myers 
Marion" (Grant)... .sce»xes GUS 8. CONDO 
Mitchell (Lawrence)...... Send to Bedford 
Monticello* (White)....Spencer & Hamelle 
Muncie* (Delaware)...... Bingham & Long 
New Albany®* (Floyd)........ Jacob Herter 


ee OS 


Plymouth* (Marshall)....Harley A. Logan 


Portland*® (Jay)....... John F. La Follette | 
Remington (Jasper)....... Ira W. Yeoman 
Rensselaer* (Jasper)........ M. F. Chilcote 
Richmond* (Wayne)....Roscoe E. Kirkman 
Rockport* (Spencer)........ F. A. Heuring 
Rockville* (Parke)........... Elwood Hunt 
Shoals (Martin).........C Carlos T. McCarty 


Refers to Martin Gcuane Bank or any 
county official. 
South Bend* (St. Joseph)....Geo. A. Kurts 
Sullivan® (Sullivan) ....-.<cccsncssstce 
ANT 


OINETTE D. LEACH | 


Commercial law especially. Depositions 


Teegarden “Marshall)........ See Plymouth 
Terre Haute* (Vigo).......... A. J. Kelly 
Valparaiso* (Porter)........ W. E. Pinney 
Versailles* (Ripley)...... Adam Stockinger 
Vincennes* (Knox)..........-;- Oo. H. Cobb 


Wabash* (Wabash).... THOMAS L. STITT 
Washington* (Davies) . -Padgett & Padgett 
Winamac® (Pulaski)............ Nye & Nye 


Indian Territory. 


Ardmore (Pickens) ..c «000022260202 secs 


TTE 

Bokchita (Choctaw Nation).........+.. 
W. C. Candill 
Bristow (Creek Nation)....Send to Sapulpa 

Broken Arrow (Western oo ae 
Send to Tulsa | 

Caddo (Choctaw Nation)..........+.+. 
Charles E. McPherren | 
Cattosa (Western District)..Send to Tulsa 


W. B. McClintic | 


CT ae eee F. E. Gates 
Albia* (Monroe)........ Townsend & Mason 
Algona* (Kossuth)......... E. V. Swetting 
Sete, (COicicandeates Walter E. Haynes 
Armstrong (Emmet)....Send to Estherville | 
Atiantic® (CAGES). csccscces H. . Boorman 
Aurelia (Cherokee).......... W. O. Striker | 
Baldwin (Jackson)... 


Barnum (Webster)....Send to Fort Dodge 
Batavia (Jefferson)....... Send to Fairfield 
Rearend? CLAS «< be bs 6 0ccune W. E. Miller 
Belleplaine (Benton)...... Cc. W. E. Snyder 
Bode (Humboldt)...... Send to Humboldt | 
Boone* (Boone).......... DRYER & HULL 
Refer to The City Bank and Boone Co. 
Bank. 
Buckingham (Tama)........ Send to Traer 
Burlington* (Des Moines)....W. L. Cooper 
Calmar (Winneshiek)..... Send to Decorah 
Carroll* (Carroll)........ Cc. E. Reynolds | 


Cedar Falls (Blackhawk)....W. H. Merner 
Cedar Rapids (Linn) 
COOPER, CLEMENS & LAMB, Security 
Savings Bank Bidg. Practice in 
State and Federal Courts. Special 
collection department and collections 
solicited. Notaries in office and depo- 
sitions taken. Refer to Cedar Rapids 
National Bank, Merchants’ National 
Bank and Security Savings Bank. 
DEACON & GOOD. General practice. 
Special attention given to insurance, 
probate and commercial law. Refer 
to Merchants’ National Bank or any 
bank or wholesale firm in Cedar 


Rapids. 
Centerville (Appanoos).......... Fee & Fee 
|Charles City* (Floyd).......*.. P. W. Burr 
Charter Oak (Crawford)....L. E. Goodwin 
|Cherokee* (Cherokee)...... J. D. F. Smith 
Clarion* (Wright)......... Nagle & Nagle 
Clearfield (Taylor).......... J. R. Plummer 
Chimtom (CUMOO) « 6ccesccccs Davis & Wells 
| Clutier CED 6s eines <egke Send to Traer 
|Cooper (Green).......... Send to Jefferson 
|Corning* (Adams)........ D. H. Meyerhoff 


Council Bluffs* (Pottawattamie)..F. Burke 
Cresco* (Howard)....Converse & Grannin 


|Creston (Union)............ John M. Hays 
'Dana (Greene).......... Send to Jefferson 
| Davenportl (Scott)........ T. Petersberger 
|Dayton (Webster)........... J. H. Linburg 
Decorah* (Winneshiek)...... H. F. Barthell 
Denison* (Crawford).......... J. P. Conner 


Des Moines* (Polk)........ Guy R. Carson 
Dinsdale (Tama)............ Send to Traer 


| Dubu al ag + 
LY LYON, Cor. 5th & Main sts. 


oe to First National Bank, Du- 
buque; American, Adams and vu. Ss 
Express Co.’s and any a a — 

facturer or wholesaler; B. 
Claflin Co., New York; nae 
Scott & Co., Chicago. 

re (Webster) . .Send to Fort Dodge 


| Dunlap (Harrison) ....cccsesse T. E. Brady 

| preaee ie | eS eee) Send to Traer 
gle Grove a .. Sylvester Flynn 

\Eldora® (Hardin)....:...... Ward & Hays 
Refer to First Nat'l Bank and Hardin 
Co. Bank. 


.Send to Tulsa | 


.Send to Maquoketa | 





| Elkader* (CURSOR) oo ev cv ctces W. A. Preston 
Emmetsburg (Palo Alto)...... E. B. Soper 
Estherville* (Emmet)........ M. H. Kendall 
Fairfield* (Jefferson).......... E. R. Smith 
Fonda (Pocahontas)...... Z. C. Bradshaw 
| Forest City (Winnebago)..G. H. Belsheim 
| Fort Dodgel (Webster)...... Frank Farrell 
Garner (Hancock)..Ramsay & Blackstone 
Glasgow (Jefferson) atvese Send to Fairfield 
Grand Junction (Greene)....W. W. Turner 
|Grinnell* (Poweshiek)........ J. P. Lyman 


Grundy Center* (Grundy). Tans 5 A. Crary 
| Guthrie Center* (Guthrie). Wm. Milligan 
Hamburg* (Fremont). ae & Stevens 
| Hawarden (Sioux)....Hutchinson & Plant 


Humboldt (Humboldt) e0tntes bens 

Prouty, a & Prouty 

| Independence* (Buchanan). . Hasner 

Indianola* (Warren).......... 0. Brown 
Refers to the Warren baa ‘Bank. 

|lowa City* (Johnson)....... J. G. Marner 

| Knoxville* (Marion)........ 8. C. Johnson 


La Porte City (Blackhawk)..P. L. Ha a 

| Lehigh (Webster)....Send to Ag 

Le Mars* (Plymouth) Recaakeuhs . Bedell 
Refers to First National Bank. 

Lockridge (Jefferson)....Send to Fairfield 

Logan* (Harrison).. pee * Bolter & Sons 


| Lorimer (Union)...... . Send to Creston 
| Lyons (Clinton).....cccsees F. T. Holleran 
Malverm, CHRMRIS) «.-scccese< D. E. Whitfield 
| Maquoketa* (Jackson)...... D. T. Bauman 
Marengo” (EOWA « + + v0.0 404<<408 eas Cc. Hedges 
|wlarshalltown*® (Marshall)............ 
| Joseph H. Egermayer 
|Mason City* (Cerro By 6m ees ecoce 
CLIGGETT, RULE & KEE 


Thirty-six years general practice. Real 
estate and corporation law. Fully 
equipped collection department. Spe- 
cial attention to business of non- 
residents. 

Missouri Valley (Harrison)............ 
Frank Tamislea 
Mount Ayr* (Ringgold)..E. C. McMasters 
| Mount Pleasant* (Henry). -Babb & Babb 
Muscatine* (Muscatine). .Jayne & Hoffman 
Refer to Hershey State Bank. 


Nashua (Chickasaw)........ W. P. Perrin 

Neola (Pottawattamie)...... J. G. Bradsley 

Nevada® (Story).......sssee- Bert B. Welt 

Newton* (Jasper). HENRY SILW ‘oop 
Refers to First. ‘National Bank. 

| eames City* (Sioux)...... Orr & Te Paske 

Osceola® (Clarke).........-. W. 8S. Hedrick 


| Oskaloosa (Mahaska)....Irving C. Johnson 


| Ossian (Winneshiek). . -Send to Decorah 
Ottumwa* (Wapello).. . .Geor e F. Heindel 
Postville (Allamakee)........ . S. Burling 
Preston (Jackson)...... Send to Maquoketa 
Primghar* (O’Brien)....O. H. Montzheimer 
Rock Rapids* (Lyon).......... c. J. Miller 
|Rock Valley (Sioux)........ W. C. Leonard 
Rolfe (Pocahontas)........... Cc. C. Delle 
BOS CACY? (RC) ves cc cceccccees W. H. Hart 
|Sanborn (O’Brien)........... J. A. Wilcox 
| NSO TIED 6 uno ownica cba bobs A. P. Searle 
|Sheldon (O'’Brien).......... Boies & Roth 
| Shenandoah (Page)........... Cc. S. Keenan 
| Sibley* (Osceola). ......+..-..+. oO. J. Clark 


Sioux City* (Woodbury) JOHN z- JOSEPH 
| Sioux Rapids (Buena Vista).D. F. Johnston 


Spencer* (Clay)...... Buck & Kirkpatrick 
|Spirit Lake* (Dickinson)...... L. E. neis 
Tame, THs «nes scecs ens W. S. Gallagher 


Tipton* (Cedar)..Grimm, Trewin & Moffit 


Temet? COMME) sce pus adecease A. PRATT 
Villisca (Montgomery)........ E. C. Gibbs 
Vintem?: CIPOROGHEs <ccccecccccet Cato Sells 
| Waterloo* (Blackhawk).............. 


Edwards & Longley 
Refer to First National Bank, Waterloo 
Savings Bank and Leavitt & Johnson 
National Bank. 

Webster City* (Hamilton)..Wesley Martin 
Winterset* (Madison).......... gd; P. — 
Refers to Citizens’ National Bank, J. 

Tate, Gaston & Smith and Peters & Ben 


Kansas. 


Abilene* (eaeend 
Anthony* (Harper). 

Refers to First National Bank. 
Arkansas City (Cowtey) .-Albert Faulconer 
Atchison® (Atchison)....... bc vcweeese 

. M. & W. A. Jackson 

Bellevue* (Republic)..........W. T. Dillon 

Burlington* (Coffey)........E. M. Conna 

Cimarron* (Gray)......+++++. .Harry Brice 

Concordia* (cloud). ..--Park B. lsifer 

Cottonwood Falls* (Chase) .. Johnston Bros. 
Council Grove* (Morris)..........+++. 

Geo. P. Morehouse 

Dighton® (Lane)............d. Simmons 

Dodge City* (Ford)........ M. %e Loan 

Dorado* (Butler). Ss jayets 
Emporia* (Ly one Sanne on Oh Kellogg 
Fort Scott* iBourbon) cpndbet sane Be Keene 


..G. W. Hurd 
Cc. WILCcox 





ti i ee 


lata t an feel 


-— 





Fredonia* (Wilson)........ R. W. McGrath 
Law office and Investment Agency. 
Refers to State Bank of Fredonia. 


Garden City* (Finney)....... G. L. Miller 
Refers to First National and Garden 
City Banks. 

Girard® (Crawford)........... T. Woolley 

Goff (Nemaha)............ Send to Seneca 

Goodland* (Sherman)........ Wilson Bros. 
Refer to First National Bank 

Harper (Harper).......... Sam 8. Sisson 

Hiawatha® (Brown).......... F. Shale 


Holton* (Jackson) Broderick & Rafter 
Refer to State Bank and First National 
Bank, Holton. 

Horton (Brown) 


Means & Archer 


Hoxie (Sheridan)....... W. F. Schultheis 
Hutchinson* (Reno)......... H. Whiteside 
Jewell City (Jewell)....J. C. Postlethwait 
Junction City* (Geary) aa eS WwW Roark 


Kansas City (Wyandotte) 
McFPADDEN & MORRIS, Attorneys for 
the Merchants’ Bank 
THOS. J. WHITE. Refers to Merchants’ 
Bank: Commercial State Bank and 
Inter-State National Bank. 
Kingman* (Kingman) 
Miewe CROTUOL).. 200 ccccscdes 
Refers to Bank of Kiowa. 
Labette (Labette) Send to Oswego 


Larned* (Pawnee).......... W. H. Vernon 
Lawrence* (Douglas)...ORD CLINGMAN 
Corporation law and bankruptcy mat- 
ters a specialty. References: Mer- 
chants’ National Bank and Watkins 


National Bank. 

Leavenworth* (Leavenworth).......... 

Attwood & Hooper 
Lincoln*® (Lincoln)......... Geo. D. Abel 
Lindsborg Use Phersen) . ..265m F. Hanson 
th” Fe > Jones & Jones 
Manhattan* (Riley) John E. Hessin 
Marion* (Marion)..THOMAS 0. KELLEY 
Marysville* (Marshall)..John A. Brou 


hton 


THE AMERICAN LAWYER 


Middlesboro (Bell).......... 

RHORER, AINSWORTH & DAWSON. 
References: National Bank of Mid- 
dlesboro, Citizens’ Bank and Trust Co. 

Morganfield (Union)........ Ww ’. Harris 
Morgantown* (Butler)...Newton W. Gore 


Refers to John M. Carson Banking Co. 
Mount Sterling* (Montgomery) 
H 


R. P re witt 
Newport* (Campbell). -George w ashington 
Owensboro* (Daviess)........ W. Wells 
Owenton* (Owen)........... “i G. Botts 
Paducah* (McCracken)..... W. V. Eaton 
Paris® (Bourbon)........... , R. Mann 
Pikeville* (Pike).......... T. H. Harman 
Prestonsburg* (Floyd)....Archer & Friend 
Richmond* (Madison)...... J. Tevis Cobb 
Salyersville* (Magoffin).....W. W. Cooper 
Somerset* (Pulaski)...... Smith & Brown 
Sturgis (Union)...... Send to Morganfield | 


Taylorsville* (Spencer) 
Uniontown (Butler).. 


Lew B. Brown 
.-Send to Morganfield 
Ww 


| 


| 


Vanceburg* (Lewis)........ Cc. Halbert 
Versailles* (Woodford)..... Field McLeod 
West Liberty* (Morgan)....W. B. Lykins 
Winchester* (Clark)..... Beckner & Jouett 
Louisiana. 

Alexandria* (Rapides)...... Leven L. Hooe 

Baton Rogue* (E. Baton Rogue) =A 
J. A. Addison 
Clinton*® (East Feliciana)....R. F. Walker 
Donaldsonville* (Ascension) &. Maurin 
Farmerville (Union)...... Clifton Mathews 
Homer* (Claiborne)......... J E Moore 
Marksville* (Avoyelles)...... William Hall | 
Monroe* (OQuachita).......... | 
RUSSELL & THEUS 

New Orleans* (Orleans)..... P 

THILBORGER & DUFFY, 204 Camp 
Street. Commercial Law Deposi- 
tions. Members of The Associated 


Lawyers Company. 


McPherson* (McPherson). 7 ta D. Millikin | Rayville* (Richland)....... G. W. Smith 
Meade*® (Meade).......... A. T. Bodie, Sr. Refers to Rayville State Bank 
Mound City* (Linn)......... John W. Poore | Shreveport* (Caddo).... DAVIS & BROWN 
Mound Valley* (Linn)....Send to Oswego 240-2-3 First National Bank Bldg. Re- 
Newton* (Harvey)...... Cyrus 8S. Bowman fer to American National Bank 
Oberlin® (Decatur)...... G. 4 ebb Bertram | Vidalia (Concordia).........N. M. Calhoun 
Osborne* (Osborne)........ Mitchell | Winnfield (Winn)......... John H. Mathews 
Refers to First National” Bank. Refers to Bank of Winfield 
Oswego* (Labette)........ M. EB. Williams | 
Paola® (Miami)......... —_ & Sheldon Maine. 
Pittsburg (Crawford)........ Watson 
Pratt® (Pratt)............ R. \. Crawford | Auburn* (Androscoggin)... : 
Russell* (Russell)... .. J. C. Ruppenthall, Jr. = Pulsifer & Ludden 
Salina® (Salina).......... Thomas L. Bond | Augusta* (Kennebec)....Heath & Andrews 
BeGen” CHOMARA) ... so cvcsccvoses . P. Nold | Bangor* (Penobscot)........ Cc. F. Woodard 
Smith Centre* (Smith)........... E. S. Rice | Bath* (Sagadahoc).......... J. M. Trott 
Stockton® (Rooks).............. W. B. Ham | Biddeford (York)........ Goodwin & Snow 
Topeka* (Shawnee) } Attorneys for York County Savings 
GARVER & GARVER.. References: Bank. 
Bank of Topeka, Merchants’ National | Brunswick (Cumberland)....C. E Sawyer 
Bank, Topeka; N. W. Harris & Co., Refers to Union National Bank of 
Bankers, Chicago, Tl. Brunswick. 
MB & HAMILTON, Crawford | Calais* (Washington)..Hanson & St. Clair 
Building. References: Bank of Tope-| Caribou (Aroostook)....... A. B. Donworth 


ka, Merchants’ National Bank, Central 
National Bank. 
Tribune (Greeley) 
Wakeeney* (Trego) 


Washington* (Washington). :. F Smith 
Wellington* (Sumner)...... wa: 9 T. Hackney 
Wichita® (Sedgwick)...... Brown & Brown 
Winfield* (Crowley) 

HACKNEY & LAFPFERTY. Attorneys 


for First Nat'l Bank, Winfield Gas & 
Water Cos., Bell Telephone Company. 
Refer to any Bank in the City. 
Yates Center* (Woodson)............. 
Kirkpatrick & Holmes 
Refer to Yates Center National Bank. 


Kentucky. 
Bowling Green* (Warren)..W. W. Mansfield 
Campbellisville* (Taylor)..... R. E. Puryear 
ce sae gt re sus 0.0 comune W. Ray Moss 
Covington® (Kenton). .........ssseeees 
HERBERT JACKSON. (Also at Cincin- 
nati, Ohio.) 
MACKOY & MACKOY. (Also at Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio.) 
Danville* (Boyle)............ Chas. C. Fox 
Falmouth® (Pendleton)..... Guy H. Fossitt 
Frankfort* (Franklin)...... D. W. Lindsey 
Grayson*® (Carter).......... E. S Wilhoit 
oak cb Pere T. Cole 
BagerG= (Perry) .......sssses w. Wa Miller 
Hardinsburg (Breckenridge). 


Morris ‘Eskridge 
Refers to Bank of we a 


Henderson* (Henderson). ..Geo. Givens 
Lexington® (Fayette)......... Cc. W. Miller 
LOUISVILLE®* (Jefferson)......... 
= DOOLAN & COX, Columbia 
he [AM & DAVIES, Louisviile Trust 
g. 
Maysville*® (Mason)....... Milton Johnson 





Chelsea (Kennebec) Send to Gardiner 


Cherryfield (Washington)..Fred I. Campbell 
Dexter (Penobscot)....... Crosby & Crosby 
Dover* (Piscataquis)...... Peaks & Smith 
Eastport (Washington)....H. L. Newcomb 
Farmington* (Franklin)....E. O. Greenleaf 


Refers to First Nat'l B’k and Franklin 


Co. Sav. B’k. 
Fort Fairfield em Seite W. T. Spear 
Gardiner (Kennebec). .-Geo. W. Heselton 
Houlton* (Aroostook)..... James Archibald 
Lewiston (Androscoggin)....N. H. Judkins 
Livermore Falls (Androscoggin) 
John H Maxwell 
Oakland (Kennebec)......... Geo. W. Field 
Oldtown (Penobscot)........ Clarence Scott 
Pittsfield (Somerset)......... J. W. Manson 
Pittston (Ken wec)...... Send to Gardiner 
ertiane® (C:..° CORNEA)... 2 ccc cece 
ISAA' - DYER, 36 Exchange St., 
Portland, Me. Especial attention 
given corporation law and organiza- 
tion. Reference: Cumberland Na- 
tional Bank, Portland, Me 
Randolph (Kennebec)....Send to Gardiner 
Rockland* (Knox). . Edward B. MacAllister 
| dT eo , ) RS eee Geo. E. Grant 
Sanford (York).............. Fred J. Allen 
Attorney for Sanford National Bank. 
Skowhegan* (Somerset)....Geo. W.. Gower 
South Paris* (Oxford)...... Jas. S. Wright 
Thomaston (Knox)........ J. H. H. Hewitt 
Waterville (Kennebec)....Harvey D. Eaton 


West Gardiner (Kennebec).Send to Gardiner 


Maryland. 
Annapolis* (Anne Arundel)........... 
James R. Brashears 
BALTIMORE (Baltimore) 
CHARLES MO HOWARD 


REIS 
Bel Air* (Hartford)..Whittaker & Robinson 
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Cambridge* (Dorchester)..Wm. O. Mitchell 

Chestertown* (Kent).......... John D. Urie 
eee 

Send to Princess Anne, Md 


Cumberland* (Allegany)..L. C. McMichael 
Refers to First National Bank and Sec- 
ond National Bank of Cumberland. 

Wenton* (Caroline) Henry R. Lewis 

Easton* (Talbot) J. Frank Turner 

Elkton® (Cecil)......... . Marshall Haines 

Frederick* (Frederick) L. Coblentz 

Hagerstown* (Washington)........... 

. WIS D. SYESTER 
Refers to First National Bank. 

Haneock (Washington) John T. Mason 

Princess Anne* (Somerset)....Gordon Tull 
Refers to Savings Bank of Somerset 
County and Bank of Crisfleld. 

Salisbury* (Wicomico) Toadvin & Bell 

| Snow Hill* (Worcester) A. P. Barnes 

Westminster* (Carroll) Chas. E. Fink 


eee en DM 


Massachusetts. 
Adams (Berkshire)............ N. H. Bixby 
Amesbury (Essex)......... Jacob T. Choate 
Amherst (Hampshire)....Send to Holyoke 


(Worcester) 

Send to Fitchburg 
Athol (Worcester) R. Harlow Back 
Attelboro (Bristol).Send to North Attleboro 
Barnstable* (Barnstable) H. H. Baker 
BOSTON (Suffolk) 

BOWDOIN S. PARKER, 31 Milk Street. 
General practice, State and Federal 
Courts. Refers to Atty. Gen. Dana 
Malone; others by request. 

& D » 18 Tremont St 
We represent U. 8. Fidelity & Guar- 
anty Co., Martindale, American Law- 
yer’s Quarterly, Clearing House Quar- 
terly, National Surety Co., Hubbell’s 
Legal Directory, Sharp & Alleman. 

SAXE & SAXE, Room 55, 16 State St 
Also at Worcester, Mass Corpora- 
tion, Insurance, Commercial and Real 
Estate Law. Refer to First National 
Bank, Boston; The People’s and Me- 
chanics’ Savings Bank, Worcester; 
The Chicago Copper Refining Co. 
Chicago. 

THORNDIKE SPALDING, 
Street. 


Ashburnham (Worcester)...........-. 


40 Water 


ARTHUEB P. FRENCH, 8° State Street 
Brockton (Plymouth)....Herbert H. Chase 
Brookfield (Worcester)....Henry E. Cottle 
Cambridge* (Middlesex)..... H. P. Fielding 
Chicopee (Hampden)...........--- L. White 
Clinton (Worcester)..... Edmond A. Evans 
Dalton (Berkshire)....... Send to Pittsfield 


Fall River (Bristol) Phillips & Fuller 
Fitchburg* (Worcester)..Charles H. Blood 
Foxboro (Norfolk). _Robert W. Carpenter 
Refers to Wm. B. Crocker, Pres’t Fox- 
boro Sav. B’k. 
Gloucester (Essex) 
Great Barrington (Berkshire)..O. C. Bidwell 
Greenfield (Franklin)...... Henry J. Field 
Hadley (Hampshire) Send : Holyoke 
Haverhill (Essex)..............d. J. Ryan 
Holyoke (Hampden) John Hildreth 
Ne ll >) ee ee 
COULSON & MUBPHY 
eididh ware ae wih wee 4 A. B. Clark 
.Crowley & O’'Hearn 
Send to Fitchburg 
Arthur Bogue 


Chas. A. Russell 


Lee (Berkshire) 
Lowell* (Middlesex)... 
Lunenburg (Worcester). . 
Lynn (Essex) 


Malden (Middlesex)........... A. P. Hardy 
Milferd (Middlesex).......... Jesse A. Taft 
New Bedford* (Bristol)........ A. E. Perry 
Newburyport*® (Essex)........! Y. H. Jones 
North Adams (Berkshire)...... c. H. Beer 
North Attleboro (Bristol)...... Pond & Son 
Norwood (Norfolk).......... Cc. B. Sanborn 
Pittsfield* (Berkshire). .... Geo. A. Prediger 
Quincy (Norfolk)....... Wm. G. A. Pattie 
Rockland (Plymouth).......... Cc. M. Perry 
SY PENI cc bc viesemeconns E. H. Perley 


South Hadley (Hampshire).Send to Holyoke 
Springfield* (Hampden)..George A. Bacon 
Taunton* (Bristol) Chas. G. Washburn 
Waltham (Middlesex).......... Thos. Carey 
Ware (Hampshire)......... Henry C. Davis 
Watertown (Middlesex)....John E. Abbott 
Westfield (Hampden)....Edward J. Tierney 
Westminster (Worcester).Send to Fitchburg 


Winchester (Middlesex)....Geo. Littlefield 
Worcester* (Worcester)...... Saxe & Saxe 
Michigan. 

Adrian* (Lenawee)...... Robertson & Clark 
Albion (Calhoun). ........-..++. . E. Ross 
Alpena® (Alpena)..............-- J. H. Cobb 
Ann Arbor* (Washtenaw)...J. W. Bennett 
Bad Axe* (Huron)......... Charles L. Hall 

References: Any Bank in Huron 


County. 
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Bailey (Muskegon).........* Send to Sparta 
Bay City® (Bay)......sccesed J. S. Stoddard 
Battle Creek (Calhoumn)..........e+.-. 
STEWART & SABIN 
Bellaire* (Antrim) .Leavitt & Guile 
Benton Harbor (Berrien).........«++. 
FRANK P. GRAVES 
Refers to Farmers’ & Mechanics’ Bank; 
Benton Harbor State Bank; West 
Michigan Nurseries 
Calumet (Houghton)...Larson & Galbraith 
Crosswell (Sanilac)........ Wilford Maclem 
DETROIT* (Wayne) 
BERNARD B. SELLING, 503-5 Ham- 
mond Bldg 
WILLARD E. WARNER, 114 Moffatt 


Bldg. 
Flint* 1 ee Lee & Parker 
Gladwin* (Gladwin)........ J. T. Campbell 


oo, Rapids* (Kent) 
AGGART, DENISON & WILSON. Gen- 
eral Practice Patent and Trade- 
mark Law. Refer to Michigan Trust 
Company and National City Bank, 
Grand Rapids 

Hancock (Houghton).Handchette & Lawton 

Harbor Beach (Huron) .Charles L. Hall 


Hart* (Oceana)........ Winfield S. Hanson 
Hartford (Van Buren)..... --A. H. Tuttle 
Hillsdale* (Hillsdale)......W. C. Chadwick 


Houghton* (Houghton)..Richard T. Looney 
Refers to National Bank of Houghton. 

Ionia® (Ionia). ......seeess: H. J. Horrigan 
Ironwood (Gogebic) Humphrey & Cooper 
Ishpeming (Marquette)......Young & Bell 
Jackson* (Jackson)....Badgley & Badgley 

Kalamazoo* (Kalamazoo)........-++++. 
Boudeman & Adams 

Lake Linden (Houghton).........++..+- 
Wm. A. Bateman, Calumet 
Lansing (Ingham)...... Edward C. Chapin 

Lapeer* (Lapeer).........+eeeeeeeses 
White, Loughnane & Cramton 

Laurium (Houghton).........e+seseee- 
Wm. A. Bateman, Calumet 
Manistee* (Manistee)....... John H. Grant 
Marquette* (Marquette)........ Ball & Ball 
Metamora (Lapeer)........Send to Lapeer 
Menominee* (Menominee) A. Lb. SAWYER. 
Midland* (Midland)........ M. H. Stanford 

Mount Clemens* (Macomb) 
ILLIAM 8S. JENNEY. Refers to Ull- 
man Savings Bank. 

Mount Pleasant* (Isabella).......... 
Russell & McNamara 
Muskegon* (Muskegon)....R. J. MacDonald 
ee eran N. Bacon 
North Branch (Lapeer)....Send to Lapeer 

Onoway (Presque Isle)..........+++- 
ALBERT A. STEGEMAN 

tefers to Onoway Banking Co. 


Otsego (Allegan).........- H. C. Stoughton 
Petoskey (Emmet)...........-- Dart & Dart 


Pontiac* (Oakland)....... John H. Patterson 
Port Huron* (St. Clair)....Phillips & Jenks 
Romeo (Macomb).........C. C. Thorington 
Saginaw* (Saginaw)... .Nathan S. Wood 
St. Joseph* (Berrien)..PBANEK P. GRAVES 

Refers to Commercial National Bank; 

Union Banking Company. 
Sault Ste. Marfe* (Chippewa) 


144—SEVEN 

Sturgis (St. Joseph)... 

Three Rivers (St. Joseph) 
S. M. Constantine 

Traverse City* (Grand Traverse) 


George A. Cady | 
.Charles A. Sturges | 


Patchin & Crotser 


West Bay City (Bay)........ See Bay City | 
West Branch* (Ogemaw)..T. L. Snodgrass 
Ypsilanti (Washtenaw)........ D. C. Griffin 
Minnesota. 
Ada* (Norman)......--se+e0. Gray & Gray 
Albert Lea* (Freeborn)..... H. C. Carlson 
Amboy (Blue Earth)...... Chas. Thompson 
Austin® (Mower).........+- Lyman D. Baird 
Bird Island (Renville)...... Frank Murray 


Refers to Waseco County Bank and 
Janesville Bank, both at Janesville, 


Minn. 
Brainerd* (Crow wring) Wert ttre . 
WwW. A. PLEMIN Reference: First 
National Bank, Brainerd. 
Buffalo (Wright)........... Lester Bartlett 


Refers to State Bank of Buffalo and 
Oakley State Banks. 
Crookston (Polk).......... A. C. Wilkinson 
Detroit (Becker)........... W. B. Carman 
Refers to First National Bank. 
DULUTE® (Ht Baia) ..iccsschanckas 
ALEXANDER MARSHALL 
Refers to St. Louis Co. Bank and City 
National Bank. 
Fairmount* (Martin)....... pet ey Ward 
Faribault*® (Rice)............ ..-L. A. Mott! 
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Fergus Falls* (Otter Tail).......... 
Chauncey L. Baxter 
Fulda (Murrey) ...cccsescceses M. E. Foley 
Glencoe* (McLeod).........+6+. F. R. Allen 
Henderson* (Sibley)......... W. H. Leeman 


Heron Lake (Jackson).. 
Lake Benton* (Lincoln) . .John McKenzie 
Little Falls* (Morrison)..........-++. 
Lindbergh Sy Blanchard 
Mankato* (Blue Earth)...... B. Wilson 
Marshall (Lyon).......... Virgil B. Seward 
MINNEAPOLIS* (Hennepin) 

FIFIELD, FLETCHER, LARIMORE & 
FIFIELD, 719 Andrews Building. 
Commercial, corporation and real es- 
tate law, specialties. Refer to Se- 
curity Bank of Minneapolis. 

RICHARD M. HAYES, Guaranty Bldg. 

WOOD, KINGMAN & WALLACE, N. Y. 


manny P. Thornton 


Life Bldg. 
Montivedo* (Chippewa)...Lynder A. Smith 
Moorhead® (Clay)........+e+eeee% Cc. A. Nye 
Pine City® (Pine).......... 8S. G. L. Roberts 
Redwing* (Goodhue)............ Cc. M. Hall 


Rochester* (Olmsted).Callaghan & Granger 
Saint Cloud* (Stearns)....Taylor & Jenks 
Saint James* (Watonwan)........... 

W. S. Hammond 
A. A. Stone 
.P. J. Hilscher 


Saint Peter* (Nicollet)........ 
SAINT PAUL* (Ramsay)... 


Stillwater* (Washington).S. Blair McBeath 
Two Harbors* (Lake).......... John Dwan 
Winona* (Winona)......... Webber & Lees 
Attorneys for Merchants’ Bank of 
Winona. 
Mississippi. 
Aberdeen* (Monroe)..........- G. C. Paine 
Bay St. Louis* (Hancock)....Emile J. Gex 
Biloxi (Harrison)........ Send to Gulfport 
Bond (Harrison)......... Send to Gulfport 


Brookhaven* (Lincoln)..Cassedy & Cassedy 
Canton* (Madison)............ F. B. Pratt 
Clarksdale* (Coahoma)....John W.. Cutrer 
Cleveland (BORMVOAE) «.cccc .c-cvencvecas 
Charles Scott & E. H, Woods 
Columbus (Lowndes)....Thomas J. O’Neill 
Refers to Columbus Insurance & Bank- 
ing Co. 
Greenville* (Washington)...Jas. M. Cashin 
Greenwood* (Leflore)....Pollard & Hamner 
Gulfport (Harrison)......... J. I. Ballenger 
Refers to First National Bank, Bank of 
Commerce and State Bank of Gulfport. 
Handsboro (Harrison)....Send r? Gulfport 


Hattiesburg® (Perry).........+. . W. Ellis 
Holly Spring* (Marshall)...... E F. Fant 
Jackson*® (Hinds)......... J. H. Thompson 
McComb City (Pike)...... Quin & Williams 
McHenry (Harrison)...... Send to Gulfport 


Meridian* (Lauderdale).Braham & McCants 
Rosenbaum Bldg. Refer to First Na- 
tional Bank and Citizens’ Bank. 

Mississippi City* (Harrison).......... 


Send to Gulfport 
Natchez* (Adams) Wm Martin 


Britton & Koontz Bank and Bank of | 
Commerce. | 


| Pass Christian (Harrison)..Send to Gulfport 
Rosedale* (Bolivar) 
CHARLES SCOTT, WOODS & SONS. 
Refer to Hanover National Bank, 
New York, and Memphis National 
Bank, Memphis, Tenn. 
Ruleville (Sunflower)...... Chas. C. Bryant | 
Refers to Bank veg —_—- 
Scranton* (Jackson)....Bullard & Bullard | 
Shaw (Bolivar) 
Refers to Bank of Shaw and First Na- | 
tional Bank. 
Vicksburg? CWastem) ... .scersekcncs ts 
orca Hirsh & Landau 
“Send to Gulfport 


Wiggins (Harrison). 


Missouri. 
Alton* (Oregon)......... ..L. P. Norman 
Ash Grove (Greene).......... J. O. Martin 
Birch Tree (Shannon)...... Send to Winona 
Bloomfield* (Stoddard)...... Tr J. Williams 
Boonville* (Cooper)....... G. Pendleton 
Bowling Green* (Pike)... ‘Robart L. Motley 
Brookfield (Lima)..... .....J. A. Arbuthust 
Buffalo* (Dallas)..... déakeebake Levi Engle 
Butios® (Bates) ..cccciscrece ..C. A. Denton 
Cameron (Clinton)............. E. J. Smith 


J. C. Walker | Glasgow* (Valle 





Refers to Farmers’ Bank, Firs 
tional Bank and Cameron Trust Co. 
Cape Girardeau (Cape Girardeau)...... 
Harry E. Alexander | 
Refers to First National Bank or any 
other bank in _ hee.” 
Carroliton* (Carroll). -Lozier & Morris 
Carthage* (J; . Tee "Harrison & Wild | 
Chillicothe* ( vingston) . seeeed. M. Davis | 
Clinton* (Henry).....csscccceeP. A. Parks | 





Columbia* (Boone)...... Charles J. Walker 
Dexter (Stoddard).......ccesesees Cc. Liles 
Eminence (Shannon)...... Send to Winona 
Gainesville* (Ozark).......... W. G. Boone 
Grant City* (Worth)........ Ww. 8S. “Gibson 


Hannibal (Marion)........... W. H. Fisher 
Refers to First National and German- 
American Banks. 

Harrisonville* (Cass)........ W. S. Bryam 

Huntsville* (Randolph)..John N. Hamilton 

Independence* (Jackson)..Jno. N. Southern 

Jefferson City* (Cole).......... W. 8S. Pope 
References: Judges of all Courts at 
Jefferson City, Mo. First National 
Bank, Merchants’ Bank, L. C. Lohman, 
.-  epcaamens Hardware, Jefferson City, 

0. 

Joplin (Jasper).......... JAMES P. MEAD 
Refer to Miners’ Bank, First National 
Bank and Joplin Savings Bank. 

KANSAS CITY* se? 

— H. HILES, 9-11 West 9th 


Stre 
Kingston* “(Calawell) 34s assko4 McAfee 
Refers to Kingston ‘ae "hot. 

Kirksville* (Adair)......... T. P. O. Givins 
Linn Creek (Camden)......... W. H. Chiles 
Macon® (Macon)......sccccose B. E. Guthrie 
ee (ee Chas. A. Knight 

efers to Bank of Saline, at this place. 
Marshfield* (Webster)............ M. Selph 


: Pp 
Maysville* (DeKalb)....Robt. A. Hewitt, Jr 


Memphis* (Scotland).......... E. R. McKee 
Mexico* (Audrain).......... Frank R. Jesse 
Moberly* (Randolph)..... Forrest G. Ferris 
Montgomery (Montgomery)...... W. Lewis 
Neosho* (Newton)........... Geo. Hubbert 
Nevada® (Vernon)........seee. A. J. Smith 
Osceola* (St. Clair)....... George H. Daniel 
Platte City* (Platte)....... N. P. Anderson 
ee | ere M. H. Winger 


Refers to Farmers’ Bank. 


Poplar Bluff* (Butler)........ W. S. Brown 
Princeton® (Mercer)........... J. B. Evans 
Rich Hill (Bates)........ Geo. P. Huckeby 
ST. JOSEPH® (Buchanan)........... ee 
RUSK & STRINGFELL 


Refer to American Surety Company, 

New York; Aetna Life Insurance Co., 

Hartford, Conn. 

ST. LOUIS (St. Louis City) 

ABBOTT & EDWARDS, 110-413 Se- 
eurity Bldg 

EDGAR P. ‘zouxy, 1126-7 Chemical 
Bldg. Refers to Neostyle Envelope 
o., New York, Chicago, St. Louis. 


LESTER M. HALL, 204 Equitable Bldg. 
Savannah* (Andrew)....Booher & Williams 
Sedalia® (Pettis).......... A. 8S. Shortridge 
Slater® (Saline).......... Send to no 
Springfield* (Green)....Jno. S. Farrin 
Sweet Springs (Saline). ....Send to Mars all 
Thayer (Oregon). ..icccccssses S. M. Meeks 
Trentun* (Grundy)............ H. ©. Smith 


co gmt... Stuart L. Penn 
Unionville* (Putnam). pete! H. Bonfoen 
Webb City (Jasper)........... G. Young 
Windsor (Hemry)...cccccscccs ‘Aten & Hart 


Montana. 
Belgrade (Gallatin)......... Walter Aitken 


Refers to Belgrade State Bank. 
Billings* (Yellowstone).....James R. 


Bozeman* (Gallatin).......... L. Staats 
Butte® (Silver Bow)........... A. L. Smith 
|Choteau® (Teton).............- . @ BAIR 
Dillon* (Beaverhead)...... -.W. 8S. Barbour 

Pe ectasdease John J. Kerr 
Great Falls* (Cascade)...... John N. Booth 
Hamilton (Ravalli)........... A. O'Hara 


Helena* (Lewis and Clarke).......... 


EDWARD HORSEKY, Horsky Building. 
oe Union Bank and Trust 


any. 
Kalispell’ MFiathead) = a ES 


Stevens 
Refers to Conrad National ‘Bank. of 
Kalispell. 
Miles City. (Custar). ..Geo. W. Farr 
Missoula* (Missoula). Sain aude ae Jd. 


L. 
White Sulphur Springs* (Meagher).. 


Nebraska. 
Ainsworth* (Brown) ..A. W. Scat 
Albion* (Boone)..... -Frank D. Will 


Auburn* (Nemaha)....John Boot McCarty 


| Aurora* (Hamilton)....John A. Whitmore 
)Bartlett* (Wheeler)..... Bishop & Anderson 


Successors to A. L. Bishop. 


Beatrice* ( & Davis 


Gage).. co. Dorsey 
' Btoomington (Franklin) . odes eae 
Blue Hill (Webster) A. 
Central City* (Merrick)..J. E. 


Clarkson (Colfax) Send to 
CSolumbus* (Pate) occ. ee 3 Gavlew 





ek 
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Cozad (Dawson)........ Send to Lexington 
Crete (Saline).........sse+- M. H. Fleming 
Bdgar (Clay)...........%- Christy & Boden 
Falls City* (Richardson)...James E. Leyda 
Fremont* (Dodge)....... Georg e L. Loomis 
Fullerton* (Nance)....... Ww. F. Critchfield 
Geneva*® (Fillmore).........-+- John Barsby 
Gordon (Sheridan). ........++5+. S. H. Ladd 
Gothenburg (Dawson)....... See Lexington 
Grand Island* (Hall)..... Bayard H. Payne 
Hartington* (Cedar)......... Cc. H. Whitney 
Harvard (Clay).........+- Thos. H. Matters 
Hastings* (Adams)....Michael A. Hartigan 
Hayes Centre* (Hayes).......- Cc. A. Ready 
Hay Springs (Sheridan)......--«++«+. 
Map sie Send to Rushville 
Hebron* (Thayer)..... Marshall & Baldwin 
asoldrege* (Phelps)..........«. Hall & Reed 
Holstein (Adams)...........+-. See Hastings 
Howell (Colfax).......... Send to Schuyler 
Kearney* (Buffalo).......... Warren Pratt 
Laurel (Cedar)..........++:. Frank P. Voter 
Leigh (Colfax)..........+. Send to Schuyler 
Lexington (Dawson)...... GEO. C. G 


General law practice. 
Lincoln* (Lancaster) 
BILLINGSLEY & GREENE 

Linwood (Butler)......... Send to Schuyler 
McCook* (Red Willow)...... a W. Cole 
Minden (Kearney)........... L. Godfrey 
Nebraska City* (Otoe)....... i F. Jackson 
Neligh* (Antelope).......... N. D. Jackson 


Norfolk* (Madison)........ Mapes & Hazen 
North Platte* (Lincoln)..... J. 8. Hoagland 
Oakdale* (Antelope)...........-. J. F. Boyd 
Ocavia (Butler).......... Send to Schuyler 
OMAHA (Douglas) 

BAXTER & VAN DUSEN, New York 


Life Bldg. References: Any Bank in 
Omaha and South Omaha, Nebraska. 
Silberman Bros., Wool Dealers, Chi- 


cago, Ill. 
CRANE & BOUCHER, New York Life 
Bldg. 
O'’Neill® (Holt)........e2.00. R. R. Dickson 
GO” BENE coc cccccccewuss H. E. Oleson 
Osceola (Polk). .........5+- King & Bittner 
Overton (Dawson)........... See Lexington 
Randolph (Cedar).......... Geo. W. Wiltse 
Republican City (Harlan)....... P. Rolland 
Rising City (Butler). rape to David City 
Rushville* (Sheridan). cecbans . H. Edmunds 
Schuyler* (Colfax).........+.. W. IL. Allen 
Seward*® (Seward)......... Norval Brothers 


South Omaha (Douglas) 


R. Leigh 
St. Paul* (Howard) 


ede edecenwa Henry Nunn 


Stanton® (Stanton).......... A. A. Kearney 
Stromsburg (Polk)........... E. E. Stanton 
Sumner (Dawson)..........- See Lexington 
Tekamah (Burt).............- P. E. Taylor 
Refers to Burt County State Bank, Te- 
kamah, Neb. 
Tecumseh (Johnson)......... M. B. C. True 
Wahoo® (Saunders)...........-. EB. E. Good 
Wakefield (Dixon)............ O. E. Martin 
Wayne*® (Wayne).......... F. = Northrop 
Wisner (Cuming)............. ...8. Lant 


York* (York) 


| 
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New Jersey. 


Arlington (Hudson)....Send to aeenag City 
Asbury Park (Monmouth) . aaa 
B. Stout 


Wi e sie y 

Atlantic City* (Atlantic). R. Corsen 
Bayonne (Hudson).. .Roberson & Demarest 
Belvidere* (Warren)........ John H. Daulke 
Bordentown (Burlington)......H. B. Wells 
Bound Brook Seaneeens) : - ...H. Cc. Snydam 
Bridgeton* (Cumberland)....W. S. Vosellor 
Camden* (Camden) .......... 

WILSON, CARR & STACKHOUSE, 


314 Market Street. Refer to J. 
Van Sciver Co., Camden, N. J.; Se. 
curity Trust Co., Camden, N. J.; 
Jacob Bros., New York City. 


Cape May City* (Cape May)......... 
Jas. M. EB. Hildreth 
East Orange (Essex)....... Send to Orange 


Elizabeth® (Umionm) ........sssseesees 


Flemington* (Hunterdon)....Paul A. Queen 
Freehold* (Monmouth)...Frederick Parker 
Refers to Central National Bank. 
Hackensack* (Bergen)....... Cc. W. 
Hackettstown (Warren)...... H. W. Hunt 
Harrison (Hudson)..... Send to Jersey City 
Hoboken (Hudson)..... Send to Jersey City 
Jersey City (Hudson) 

HARTSHORBNE, INSLEY & LEAKE, 
239 Washington St. General Counsel 
for The Provident Institution for Sav- 
ings in Jersey City, Hudson County 
gag of Health and Vita! Statistics, 
y & Texas 8S. S. Co., &c., &c. 

Kcsiinanetin (Hunterdon) . 


Berdan | 


Walter F. Hayhurst 

Long Branch (Monmouth)........... 
THOMAS P. PAY, Couns lor at Law. 
Manasquan No eemamr hie s-< J. E. Borton 
Matawan (Monmouth)....Send to Freehold 
Morristown* (Morris).. Willard W. Cutler 
Cor. Park pl. & Market st. Refers to} 


Mercantile Trust Co. 

Newark*® (HBssex).........++: 
GEORGE HARNER PEIRCE, 
and 911 Lawyers’ Building Refer- 
ences: National Newark Banking Co., 
Newark; Hahne & Co., Newark; Mar- 
tindale Mercantile Agency, New York. 

New Brunswick* (Middlesex).......... 
WILLARD P. VOORHEES 
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way. General Commercial and Cor- 
poration Practice. Reference: Al- 


bany Trust Company. 
Amsterdam (Montgomery). Walter I. Hover 


Auburn*® (Cayuga).......... L. K. R. Laird 
Babylon (Suffolk)............. Send to Islip 
Batavia® (Genesee)............. H. B. Cone 
Bayshore (Suffolk).......... ay to Islip 
Bergen (Genesee).............. Robinson 
Binghamton* (Broome)...... we w Farley 
Brier Hill (St. Lawrence)..See Ogdensburg 
Brockport (Monroe)...... Send to Rochester 
Brocton (Chautauqua)....John L. Campbell 

Refers to Fredonia National Bank, 

Fredonia, N. Y. 
Brooklyn* (Kings). See New York City. 
Buffalo* (Erie) 

MARTIN CLARE, Erie Co. Savings 


Bank Bldg. Refers to Fidelity Trust 
Co., Third National Bank and Marine 
National Bank, Buffalo. 
Cambridge (Washington)...Eliot B. Norton 
Camden (Oneida) ........... . S Johnson 
Canajoharie (Montgomery)............ 


. W. & J. C. WHEELER 


A general law practice. Refer to Na- 
tional Spraker Bank. 
Canandaigua* (Ontario)....... D. L. Brown 
Canastota (Madison)........... S. M. Wing 
Carthage (Jefferson)....... Frank T. Evans 
Catskill* (Greene)....... Clarence Howland 


Tanner’s Bank Bldg. 
kill Nat. Bank. 
Charlotte (Monroe)...... Send to Rochester 
Chatham (Columbia)......... Cc. E. Barrett 
Cobleskill (Schoharie) J. V. Guernsey 
Refers to First National Bank. 
Cohoes (Albany)........... James H. Berns 
College Point (Queens).Send to Whitestone 


Refers to Cats- 


'Cooperstown (Otsego)..... Arnold & Cooke 
Corning* (Steuben).......... E. Shoemaker 
Cortiand® (Cortland) ........cces. F. Hatch 
Dansville (Livingston).......... B. G. Foss 
Dekalb (St. Lawrence)..... See Ogdensburg 


909, 910 | 


Dunkirk (Chautauqua)..Warner & Farnham 


Edwardsville (St. Lawrer.ce)......... 

See Ogdensburg 
Elmira* (Chemung)...... Robert T. Turner 
Fairport (Monroe)....... Send to Rochester 
Flushing (Queens)..... Send to Whitestone 


Fonda* (Montgomery) . 


-Peter W. Sitterly 
Fort Plain 


(Montgomery) 


Send to Canajoharie 
Fulton (Oswego)...... Frederick G. Spencer 


}Geneva (Ontario)......... John G. Farwell 


Glens Falls (Warren)..... A. A. Armstrong 
Gloversville (Fulton)...... Baker & Burton 
Gouverneur (St. Lawrence)....E. H. Neary 
Hammond (St. Lawrence)..See Ogdensburg 
Herkimer* (Herkimer) Geo. H. Bunce 
Refers to First National Bank. 
Heuvelton (St. Lawrence)..See Ogdensburg 
Homer (Cortland)......... Send to Cortland 


, Honeoye Falls (Monroe).Send to Rochester 


Ocean City (Cape May)...Aibert A. Howell 
COMMS CHOEE) 40cs ences tcecciccccces 
ILLIAM ADGATE LORD. (Also 
at East, West and South Orange, 
N.. J.) 
| Palmyra (Burlington)....... John G. Horner 
Passaic (Passaic)........... Wm. W. Scott! 
Paterson* (Passaic)..... HORTON & TILT 
Phillipsburg (Warren)....Irwin W. Schultz 
Plainfield (Union)..........4 4. F. Randolph 
Princeton (Mercer).......... F. A. Dennis 
Rahway (Union)............ Leslie 


Red Bank (Monmouth) 
FREDERICK 


| Toms River* (Ocean)... 


Nevada. 
Austin® (Lander)....... Walter C. Gayhart 
Carson City* (Ormsby)........ P. G. Lewis 
Reno® (Washoe). ..........6+- A. D. Ayres 
Virginia City* (Story).......... Cc. Belknap 
New Hampshire. 
Andover (Merrimack)....... Geo. W. Stone 
Bristol (Grafton)........ Dearborn & Chase 
Colebrook*® (Coos).........+:. T. F. Johnson 


Concord* (Merrimack). 
Dever® (Strafford) .......ccescecses ll 
Franklin (Merrimack)..... Thos. F. Clifford 
Franklin Falls (Merrimack) 


..-Harry J. Brown 
D. Hal 


ee 


Send to Franklin 
Lo  ) PPPTEE LETT H. G. Noyes 
Groveton (Coos).......... F. C. Cleaveland 


Keene*® (Cheshire).......... 
Laconia* (Belknap) 
Lancaster* (Coos) .* 
webanon® (Grafton)........... Scott Sloane 
Manchester* (Hillsboro)....Henry N. Hurd 
Refers to Amoskeag National Bank. 
Nashua* (Hillsboro)..... George B. French 
Newport* (Sullivan) Ss. Wait 
Peterboro (Hillsboro)....James F. Brennan 
Portsmouth (Rockingham).....T. H. Simes 
Rochester (Strafford) ....... 


oseph Madden 
isae% Jewett & Plummer 


K. P. Kent. 


Send to "Somersworth ) 


Somersworth (Strafford). 
Wolfboro (Carroll)........... 


..-Wm. F. Russell 
Ss. W. 
Woodsville* (Grafton) 


. Abbott | 
pack on Smith & Smith | 


Lupton 
D W. HOPE. Sit 
Refers to W. F. Havem» yer, 


| Kingston* (Ulster) 
CHARLES 


| 
! 


32 Nas- 
sau St.. N. Y.; W. P. Brown, of 
Brown Bros., 59 Wall St., N. Y.; G 
F. Vietor, 66 Leonard St., N. al 
all Banks of Red Bank; W. H. 
Vredenburg, Judge of N. J. Court of 
Errors and Appeals, Freehold, N. J. 

Riverton (Burlington)...... John G. Horner 

Rutherford (Bergen)...... James W. Miller 

Salem* (Salem)............ Charles Mecum 

Somerville* (Somerset)...James L. Griggs 
Refers to First National Bank of | 
Somerville. 

South Orange (Essex)..... Send to Orange 


.GEORGE C. LOW 
Refers to First National Bank 


Trenton* (Mercer)......... Scott Scammell | 


West Orange (Essex)....... Send to Orange 
Woodbridge (Middlesex) ....... 

Send to New Brunswick 
Woodbury* (Gloucester).A. H. Swackhamer | 


Alamogordo (Otero)..... BYRON SHERRY. 
Albuquerque* (Bernalillo) ....... 


hos. N 
East Las Vegas (San Miguel) 


W. B. Bunker 


Wiikinson | 


Las Vegas* (San qe). .Andreus A. Jones} 
) 


Santa Fe* (Santa Fe)......... T. B. Catron 
Silver City* (Grant)........ Oscar A. Appel 
Socorro* (Socorro) 


New York. 


Adams (Jefferson).......... Fred. B. Waite 
Albany* (Albany) 
ARD, 


LESTER T. HUBE Attorney 
and Counsellor-at-Law, 467 


Hornellisville (Steuben). . 


.-Clyde E. Shultz 
Hudson* (Columbia) 


Ph Ghecuns . F. B. Chace 
Islip (Suffolk)........ George W. Weeks, Jr. 
Ithaca* (Tompkins)........ James L. Baker 


Jamestown (Chautauqua)..James L. Weeks 
Refers to Jamestown National Bank. 

Johnstown* (Fulton)..... Fayette E. Moyer 
Keeseville (Essex)............ N. T. Hewitt 
W. WALTON, 280 Wall 
Street. Refers to Kingston National 
Bank. Attorneys for Kingston Iron 
and Ore Company, —_ ston Gas 
and Electric Company, e Hutton 
Company, the Aetna Lite Insurance 
Company, the United States Fidelity 

and Guaranty Company. See card. 
| Lisbon Center (St. Lawrence) 


Little Falls (Herkimer)... 


See Ogdensburg 
.S. H. Newberry 


Lockport* earn? sevens M. A. Federspiel 
| Lyons* (Wayne)...............-. Geo. Kent 
alone* (Franklin) . . Frederick ts Paddock 


|Massena (St. Lawrence). 


j 
i 


' 


| New Rochelle ( 
‘NEW YORK* (New York) 


eesesesece Wm. E. Kelley ' 


Broad- | 


Marathon (Cortland)........... H. Miller 
‘john c. Crapser 
Middletown (Orange)... John C. R. Taylor 
Mohawk (Herkimer)....J. B. & J. E. Rafter 
Morristown (St. Lawrence) . See Ogdensburg 
Mount Vernon (Westchester) 


ee 


Ostrander & Crawford 
se wks J. R. Thompson, Jr. 
estchester).F. H. Seacord 


BOROUGH OF MANHATTAN. 
EORGE HIRAM MANN, No. 22 
* William Street. Commissioner for 
the U. S. Court of Claims. Refers to 
Joseph A. Arnold, No. 22 William 


Newburg (Oran 


Street, New York. 
. 220 Broad- 
way. References on application. 
WM. HEPBURN Attorney 
and Counsellor-at-Law, 253 Broad- 


way. Special attention to Railroad, 
Insurance and General Corporation 








; 


Are 
oz 


law: the organization of corporations 
in any State; preparation and trial 
of cases in the Federal Courts; brief- 
ing and arguing cases, as counsel, in 
the Supreme ‘Court of the United 


States, and removing cases to that 
Court from State Courts of last 
resort. 

PARKER & WAGNER, Attorneys and 
Counsellors, 32 Liberty Street. (John 
S. Parker, Mditor Corporation Law 
Review of “The American Lawyer, 
author of “Where and How,” etc. ; 
franklin A. Wagner, Robert K. Wal- 






ton.) Corporation and Commercial 
Law Particular attention given to 
the organization, represe ntation, taxa- 
tion, management of corporations, and 


litigation connected with corpora- 
tions Consultations with other at- 
torneys on corporate matters. 
WILLIAM GILBERT DAVIES, 32 Nas- 
sau Street 


EDWARD H. FALLOWS, 170 Broad- 
RICHARD SELDEN HARVEY. Refer- 


ence The United Copper Co., 42 
Broadws ay, New York City. 


KING & BOOTH, 32 Liberty St. 


Niagara Falls (Niagara).Cohn & Chormann 


Nvack (Rockland). .....-+-++8+5 B. Levison 
Oxdensburg (St. Lawrence)..James F. Akin 
Olean (Cattaraugus).....Carey & Hastings 
Oneida (Madison).......-e+-ecseeee J. Beal 
Oneonta (Otsego)... 1... +2 as J. F. Thompson | 
Oswego* (Oswego).....+..+- W. G. Robinson 
Owego® (Tioga)......ssseseees Ss. S. Wallis 
peekskill (Westc hester).Nathan P. Bushnell 
Penn Yan* (YatesS)......++++¢ J. J. Andrews 
Phoenix (Oswego).......-+++- Ira P. Betts 

Refers to Phoenix Bank . | 
Plattsburg* (Clinton)......Chas. H. Signor 


Potsdam (St. Lawrence)..Ginn & Murphy 


Refer to Citizens’ National Bank of | 


Potsdam 
Poughkeepsie* (Dutchess). a Heermance 
Pulaski (Oswego)........-. Huntington 


Rensselaer (Rensselaer) Ge ‘Wate rbury, Jr. | 


Rensselaer Falls (St. Lawrence)......- 

See Ogdensburg | 
Rhinebeck (Dutchess). .Martin ig e 
Riverhead* (Suffolk).........+- . Hand 
Rochester* (Monroe).......++0+s++e08% 


LBRIDGE L. ADAMS. Counsel tor | 
os Union Trust Co. Office also at 299} 


Broadway, New York City. 


Rome (Oneida).........+.- ee .H. A. Evans 
Rondout (Ulster).......-- Send to Kingston 
Salamanca (Cattaragus).....--++seeee% 


Spencer & Spencer 
Sandy Hill (Washington)..........-- 
sandy Greenville M. page 
Saratoga Springs (Saratoga). .W. P. Butler 
Saugerties (Ulster)..........+. Cc. Whitaker 
Sche ae ctady* (Schenectady).........+-- 
HOMAS R. TILLOTT, JB. Refer- 
ae Union National Bank; E. C. 
Whitmyer, Surrogate; The Reeves 
Luffman Co., all of Schenectady, and 
B. A. Bullock, 220 Broadway, New 
York City. 


Schoharie* (Schoharie)...... Cc. B. Mayham 
Seneca Falls (Seneca)......... R. G. Miller 
Spencerport (Monroe)....Send to Rochester 


Syracuse* (Onondaga)...........-.++. 
COVILLE & BRITCHER, 710 Onon- 
daga County Savings Bank Bldg. 
General Law Practice in all Courts. 
Refer to Merchants’ National Bank 


Tonawanda (Erie).......... William Lane 
Troy* (Rensselaer)...... Cornelius Hannan 
Utica* (Oneida)..... KERNAN & 

L. N. SOUTHWORTEH 
Virgil (Cortland)........ Send to Cortland 


Waddington (St. Lawrence).......... 
, See Ogdensburg 


Waterford (Saratoga)....James McPhillips 
Waterloo* (Seneca)..Charles E. Opdyke, Jr. 
Watertown* (Jefferson)....Walts & Pitcher 


Whitehall (Washington)............+.. 
A. D. Bartholomew 


White Plains* (Westchester).......... 
Wilson Brown, Jr. 

Whitestone (Queens)....Jno. R. Townsend 

Yonkers (Westchester)..... Wm. C. Kellogg 


North Carolina. 


Ashboro* (Randolph)...... Wm. C. Hammer 
Asheville (Buncombe)....J. W, O. Garrett 
Bryson City (Swain)...... E. R. Hampton 


References: Swain County Bank; 
Cowan, McCling & Co., Knoxville, 
Tenn. 
Carthage* (Moore).......... W. I. Adams 
Charlotte* (Mecklenburg)............. 
W. HARRIS. Refers to Com- 
mercial National Bank and Charlotte 
National Bank. 
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Adams, Armfield, Jerome & Maness 
Refer to Concord National 
tional Bank of High Point, N. C.; Bank 
of Union, Monroe, N. C. 

Durham* (Durham) 

Elizabeth City* (Pas 

Fayetteville* (Cumberland) 


Gastonia (Gaston) 
Greensboro* (Guilford) 
Greenville* (Pitt) 
High Point (Guilford) 
Jefferson* (Ashe) 
Lexington* (Davidson)... 


Taylor & Scales 
Small «& a 


-Walser & Walser 


Robert B. Redwine 
Mt. Airy (Surry) Geo. W. seerger 
New Berne* (Craven) R. 
i A. 

303 Fayetteville st. Attorney for Ra- 
leigh Savings , 
for Southern Railway Co. 
i s’ National Bank. 


son) Ww. 
| Buthe a. (Rutherford).. 


A. 
Refers to First mutones Bank. 
Valter D. Siler 
She ‘Tby ~ i leveland) 


“Grier & Long 


Re fers to Bank_ ‘of Cc ‘olumbus, Vineland, 
: Clerk of Court 


—_ V. GRADY | 


nt Whiteville, 'N. 
Wilmington? (New Haven), 


Williamston*® (Martin) 
Winston-Salem 
Manley & Henders | 


North Dakota. 


BISMARCK (Burleigh).A. T 
Refers to First National 
| Bottineau (Bottineau). 
efer to First Nat. 
Bank of Souris. 


.Weeks & Murphy 
Bank and State 


Henry G. Middaugh 
& F 
Refer to First National Bank of Dick- | 


Dickinson® (Stark)... 


Edmore (Ramsey) 
Ellendale* (Dickey) 


A. D. Flemington | 
A , 


State Bank of Lisbon and | 
State Bank of Sheldon, | 


Spalding & Stambaugh | 
-Herbert F. O'Hare | 


Phelps & Phelps 
Refer to Grafton National Bank. 
(Grand Forks) 
Cooley & Hamilton 
Refer to First National Bank. 


» (Grand Forks). 
La Moure* (La Moure) R. Ww. S. Blackwell 
Lansford (Bottineau) 
Leeds (Benson) 


Refers to First State 


y 
.S. J. Radcliffe 


ae to Towner 





& 

Mayville (Traill) 
Refers to Goose River Bank and First 
Nat. Bank, Mayville and Scandanavian- 
American Bank, Grand Forks, , 1 
Minot* (Ward) PALDA & BURKE 
..Tyler & Woodward 
Send to Towner 
Steele* (Kidder)........ Charles H. Stanley 
Towner* (McHenry) 
Valley City* (Barnes)... 
Velva (McHenry) 
Wahpeton* (Richland) 
Williston (Williams) 
Williamsport* (Emmons) H. A. Armstrong 
Willow City (Bottineau). 


..C. V. Donnelly 
-Young & Wright 
Ak B 


-Send to Towner 


& OTIS, “15 and 16 Arcade Block. 

Attorneys for the ne 
tral Savings & Trust Compa 
torneys for the 
Company; Attorneys for the Akron 
Soap Company. 

Alliance (Stark) 

Amherst (Lorain) 

Ashland* (Ashland) 

Ashtabula (Ashtabula) 


Ashville (Pickaway) 


eae on ama 


teeter eee ew ene 


———~ & Ullman 








Atheus® CAGOGS) ss occu cewews L. A. Koons 
Barnesville (Belmont)......... E. T. Petty 
Bedford (Cuyahoga)...... Albert V. Taylor 
Bellefontaine* (Logan)...... John C. Hover 
Blanchester ee am ow 4 bie ab miele P. Savage 
Bremen (Fairfield)....J. Frank Thompson 
Bryan* (Williams)...... a a 
Bucyrus* (Crawford)........ oO. Monette 
Byesville (Guernsey)..Send to Fe anbridee 
Cadis® (Harrison) ... .cisccess J. B. Worley 
Caldwell® (Noble)........... D. 8S. Spriggs 
Cambridge*® (Guernsey)............++. 
Fred T. Rosemond 
Camden (Preble)......... Frank G. Shuey 
Canton* (Stark)....... weet & Pontius 
Carrollton® (Carroll).......... E. M. Adair 
Celina® (Merce?) ....cccecors John Kramer 
Cheshire (Gallia)........ Send to Gallipolis 
Chillicothe* (Ross)........ Wilby G. Hyde 


CINCINNATI*® (Hamilton) 

BURCH, PETERS & MATHEWS. Ref- 
erences: Cincinnati: S. Kuhn & Sons, 
Bankers; The Fifth National Bank; 
Bischof, Sterne & Stein. New York: 
Pohaiske & Co., Gans Bros. Chicago: 
Beifeld, Hirsch & Kline. 

COBB, HOWARD & BAILEY. 

HERBERT JACKSON, i301 Carlisle 
Bldg., Fourth and Walnut Sts. Re- 
fers to Merchants’ National Bank; 
The Central Trust & Safe Deposit 
Company, and the Queen City Paper 
Company; Geo. F. Eaton & Co.; K. F. 
Benndorf & Co.; The J. Weller Co.; 
P. Goldsmith’s Sons. (Also at Cov- 
ington, Ky.) 

KELLEY & HAUCKE. See card. 

MACKOY & MACKOY. (Also at Cov- 
ington, Ky.) 

Circleville (Pickaway)......... Cc. Weldon 


| CLEVELAND* (Cuyahoga) 
LOUIS J. GROSSMAN, 2 201-207 Society 


for Savings Bldg. General Law Prac- 
tice. References: Cleveland National 
Bank, Society for Savings, First Na- 
tional Bank, German American Sav- 
ings Bank, Cleveland; H. B. Claflin 
Co., Hubbel-Frank, Lequin & Arnold- 
Black, Elcott, Gruber & Bonynge; 
Cohen Schultze & Co., New York; The 
U. S. Gypsum Co., The Credit Clear- 
ing House, McIlvane Adjustment Co., 
Musgrove, Vroman & Lee, Chicago. 
Clyde (Sandusky)........4.. Finch & Dewey 
Columbus* (Franklin)... ........ecees 

EDWARD D. HOWARD. 

References: Commercial National 
Bank, State Savings Bank & Trust 
Co. See card. 

THOMPSON & SLABAUGH, 606-607 
New First National Bank Building. 
Reference: The New First National 
Bank, Columbus, O. 

ARNOLD, MORTON & IZ 


|< ‘olumbus Grove (Putnam)..... S. Sanders 
}Conneaut (Ashtabula). .Spalding & Andrews 
i\Coening (Perry) ..'cicncecsen T. M. Potter 
Covington (Miami)........... J. H. Marlin 


Cridersville (Auglaize) .Send to Wapakoneta 
Cumberland (Guernsey)..Send to Cambridge 


Cuyahoga Falls (Summit)........ 
Chas. H. Howland 
|Dayton* (Montgomery)........ eccdese 
VAN DE ’ 
Defiance* (Defiance)..... Harris & Cameron 
Refers to Defiance City Bank. 
De Graff (Logan).......... Huston & Carl 
Delphos (Allen)........... Horace A. Reeve 
Dennison (Tuscarawas)...... D. Elson 
Dresden (Muskingum)....John W. P. Reid 
East Liverpool (Columbiana) Pri 
Hollis E. Grosshaus 
Eaton* (Preble)......... James L. Sayler 
Sven. Cements. 02. 0c 0 we eee Lee Stroup 
Findlay* (Hancock).......... L. A. Carabin 
Fostoria (Seneca).......... Jesse Stephens 
Fremont* (Sandusky)....Seager & Gossard 
Galion (Crawford)........ J. W. COULTER 
Reference: R. G. Dun 2 ag on 
Gallipolis* (Gallia)........ E. Bradbury 
Grafted GEORGE) iio ose cidenciat See 


Greenville* (Darke) George A. Katzenberger 
Refers to Farmers’ National Bank, - 
-_ National Bank and Greenville Bank 


0. 

Hamilton* (Butler)...Shepherd & Schaffer 

Hancock (Houghton)....Send to Houghton 

Hillsboro* (Highland)...... Steele & 

cloughton® (Houghton)................ 
Richard T. mey. Refers to National 
Bank of Houghton. 





Huron (Sandusky)...............C. M. Ray 
Ironton* (Lawrence)......... Geo. W. Keye 
Jackson* (Jackson)...... -»+-E. C. Powell 
Jefferson* (Ashtabula) SF ee: T. EB. wiley 
Kent (Portage).......... Send to venna 
Kenton* (Hardi Min tae ae Johnson & Johnson 
Lancaster* (Fairfield)..... 3d . Strickler 
Lebanon* (Warren). .....R. S. Shawhan 
Leetonia (Columbiana). .John B. M 


Lima* (Allen)............J0EN W. 





= 


Hse se%nos = FF" 


Lisbon* (Columbiana)......... J. A. Martin 
Logan* (Hocking).........-- S. H. Bright 
London* (Madison)..... L —, & Lincoln 
Lorain (Lorain) ......s-ccseses H. Aiken 
Malta (Morgan)....Send to sicConneisville 
Mansfield® (Kichland).......... H. L. Beam 
Marietta* (Washineton)....W. EB. S¥Y¥KES 
Marion* (Marion)........ Grant E. Mouser 
Marysville* (Union)..........-+. M. Myers 
Massillon* (Stark)..... Orlando C. Volkmor 
McComb (Hancock)...... Ww Brickman 
McConnelsville* (Morgan)..... Cc. H. Fouts 
Medina* (Medina)....... Andrew & Woods 


Miamsburg (Montgomery)... 
Middletown (Butler)..Donley & Rhonemus 
Minster (Auglaize)...Send to Wapakoneta 
Mount Vernon* (Knox)....Sapp & Devin 

New Bremen (Auglaize)......-+++-+++-. 
Send to Wapakoneta 

New Comerstown (Tuscarawas)....... 
E. E. Lindsay 


.W. A. Reiter 


New Knoxville (Auglaize).........+.++- 
Send to Wapakoneta 
New Philadelphia* (Tuscarawas)...... 
Niles (Trumbull) 

(Also at Warren, Ohio. ) 

North Baltimore (Wood)..W. H. MeMillen 
Norwalk* (Huron) ‘Harlon L. Stewart 
Ottawa* (Putnam)...... Charles T. Malone 
Painesville* (Lake)......... Tuttle & Tuttle 
Piqua (Miami)...........: Cc. B. Jamison 

Pleasant City (Guernsey)...........+.. 
Send to Cambridge 
Port Clinton* (Ottawa)..... George A. True 

Pt. Washington (Tuscarawas)........ 
Send to New Comerstown 


Portsmouth* (Scioto)...... _——_ J. Dever 
Quaker City (Guernsey)......-+e++++- 
Send to “¢ ‘ambridge 

Ravenna*® (Portage)........ . ). Maxson 
Ripley (Brown)..........++. W. D. Young 
Roseville (Muskingum)........ Wm. Dunn 
Sabina (Clinton) wooo We EL Dakin 
Salem (Columbiana) -Taylor & Harris 
Salineville (Columbiana)...... L. C. Moore 


Sandusky* (Erie).. 
Sardinia (Brown)... . 
Springfield* (Clark). en t J. WELTY 
Refers to Springfield Nat. Bank. 
Steubenville* (Jefferson) ; 
Thurman (Gallia) ‘Send to Gallipolis 
Tite * CBOMOCE) . - oo de wesc Rush Abbott 
Refers to Tiffin National Bank. 
ToleGo® « (LUCKS)... cee cecccdtecseseccs 
Fritsche, Kruse & ‘Winchester 
BROWN, GEDDES, SCHMETTAU 
WILLIAMS. 


DELPHEY & CORBITT. 
Toronto (Jefferson)........... Ss. B. Taylor 
Uhrichsville (Tuscarawas).........+.+.. 

Send to Dennison 
Upper Sandusky* (Wyandot) 


Lewis 


H. H. Newell 

Urbana* (Champaign)..G. W. McCracken 
Van Wert* (Van Wert) L. Conn 
Vinton (Gallia).... .. Send to Gallipolis 
Wapakoneta* (Auglaize)...Layton & Son 
JOSEPH SMITH 


Warren*® (Trumbull) ail 
(Also at Niles, Ohio.) 
Washington C. H.* (Fayette)........ 
A. R. Creamer 
Waverly* (Pike)...CHAS. M. CALDWELL 
Waynesfield (Augl: ize). Send to Wapakoneta 
Wellston - (Jackson) A. E. Jacobs 
Wellsville (Columbiana).............. 
Wells & Py sg 
Wilmington (Clinton) Martin 
Refers to Clinton Goan “National 
Bank, Judge T. G. Slone, Judge Com- 
mon Pleas Court. 
Wooster® (Wayne)........ Edwin 8S. Wertz 
Yellow Springs (Greene)..... S. W. Dakin 
Youngstown* (Mahoning).....J. C. Ewing 
Zanesville* (Muskingum)..G. K. Browning 


Oklahoma Territory. 


py) tot eee eT Tee eee Send to Anadarko 

Anadarko (Caddo)......... Dyke Ballinger 
Refers to First National Bank. 

Fe PPP eRe TEL TLE Send to Anadarko 

Arapahoe (Custer)..........-. R. J. Shive 

LN 605 o aps 6 «6 6's 0 Send to Anadarko 

Blackwell (Kay)........ JOHN 8S. BURGER 


Refers to First National Bank, Black- 

well National Bank, Blackwell State 

Bank. 

WM. C. TETIRICEK. Refers to Black- 
well National Bank. 


eeeeere- ta ear er Send to Anadarko 
—: Sxcccbvcaneen Send to Anadarko 
IN 2 sab ac diesen aes Send to Anadarko 
Chandler* (Lincoln)........ .S. Decker 
SEER ccs ohec oes Send to Anadarko 
Eldorado (Green) itso an .W. C. Austin 
Refers to First National Bank. 
El Reno* (Canadian)...... W. M. Wallace 
Enid*® (Garfield)........ MOORE & MOORE 
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Gracemont .......ssee8:. Send to Anadarko 
Guthrie*® (Logan)............ Geo. 8S. Green 
D. M. Tibbetts & Fred W. Green 
Hillsborough .........+.. Send to Anadarko 
Ps 5. 0c 68 O8'4 6 6 4v-08 Send to Anadarko 
Hobart* (Kiowa)....... Morse & Standeven 
Pes aw wa unig Cup eds as 0h 5 Send to Anadarko 
Kingfisher* (Kingfisher)......4 J. M. Graham 

Lawton (Comanche)......... 

Hammonds Bros. & Co. 
BMGMORE. « cccintvedsecceccs Send to Anadarko 
Mulhall (Logan).......... W. H. Matthews 
Newkirk® (Kay)........... William Rouse 
Norman* (Cleveland)..Fisher & Hennessey 
Oklahoma City* (Oklahoma).......... 


JAS. S. TWYFORD, 16-18 Nat! Bldg. 


Corporation and comme! il law 
Pawhuska (Osage)........... b. T. Shinn 
Pawnee* (Pawnee)....Edwar Lemert 
Parry® (Noble). .....eeeee. S. H. Harris 
Ponca City (Kay).......... W. L. Barnum 
Pond Creek* (Grant)...Ingersoll & West 
Shawnee (Pottowatomie)...... 


. B. CROSSMAN 
nn. 5 dn cnee daeweuatems Se nd to Anadarko 
Waukomis (Garfield)..Chalmers B. Wilson 
Weatherford (Custer)....Harkins & Jones 


Oregon. 

Astoria* (Clatsop).......... J. H. Smith 

Corvallis (Benton)..... mM. S. WOODCOCK 
Refers to First National Bank of 
Corvallis 

Bumene® (Lane). ...6-ccces- L. M. TRAVIS 
Refers to Eugene Loan & Savings 
Bank, Judge L. R. Edmunds and R. 
M. Murphy 

Hillsboro* (Washington). . 

Thos. H. & E. B. Tongue 

Klamath Falls (Klamath). Cc. S. Bonney 

McMinnville* (Yam Hill)... Fr. W. Fenton 

Myrtle Point (Coos)........8. I Pulford 

Thorough attention given any legiti- 
mate business. 

Portland* (Multnomah). ; 
ARTHUR PALMER ' TEFPT, 708-711 
Chamber of Commerce; L. C. Garri- 
gus, L. C. Mackay, W. C. Breckin- 
ridge, N. F. Sharry, Commercial, Min- 
ing, Corporation Law; Municipal Se- 
curities; Land Titles, Oregon, Wash- 
ington, Idaho and Alaska. Commis- 


sioner of Deeds. Collection Dept. Co- 
lumbia Valley Adjustment Co. Refers 
to Chase Nat. Bank, New York; Buf- 


falo-Pitts. Co., Buffalo, N. Y Meyer- 
cord Company, Chicago Griffin & 
Skelley Co., San Francisco; United 


States Nat. Bank, Portland, Ore. 
Salem* (Marion)...... John W. Reynolds 
fhe Dalles* (Wasco) 


Huntington & Wilson 


Toledd (Lincoln).......... Cc. E. Hawkins 
Union*® (Union)...... "re ee L. J. Davis 
’ 

Pennsylvania. 

Alexandria (Huntington)...Send to Tyrone 
Aliquippa (Beaver)........Send to Beaver 

Alleghany* erred, St. Seeds cease oe 
McCready & Moore 
Allentown* (Lehigh)....... Frank Jacobs 
Refers to Citizens’ Deposit & Trust Co. 
Altoona (Blair)...... ISAIAH SCHEELINE 


Refers to Altoona Trust Co. and First 
National Bank. 


Ambler (Montgomery). .Send to Norristown 


Ambridge (Beaver)....... Send to Beaver 
Arch Spring (Blair)........ Send to Tyrone 
Ashland (Schuykill).......... W. Cc. Devitt 
Athens (Bradford)......... Send to Canton 
Baden (Beaver).........+...§ send to Beaver 
Beaver* (Beaver)....Weyand & Moorhead 
Beaver Falls (Beaver)...... Send to Beaver 
Bellw (2, Se Send to Tyrone 
Bellef@@te* (Centre)......... H. C. Quigley 
Benton (Columbia).......... Ss. B. Karns 
Bethlehem (Northampton)....R. S. Taylor 
Bloomsburg* (Columbia)....Albert W. Duy 
Bradford (McKean)......... James George 
Blossburg (Tioga)........... F. S. Hughes 


Bridgeport (Montgomery)... ... Laebas 
Send to Norristown 

Bertatol CEURBE Dos od6 bens sc oce. F. G. James 

Brockwayville semcuns we 


Brookville* (Jefferson)....... wm 
Alexander C. & John M. White 
Bryn Mawr (Montgomery)............ 
William R. Fisher 
Butler* (Butler). Bksiaie wied A. 
Canton (Bradford) . . 


EMERSON CLEVELAND 
Cleveland's Block, Baiteas street. Re- 
fers to first National Banks of Can- 
ton, Towanda and Troy, and Hon. A. C 
Fanning, President Judge of Bradford 
County. 


B. Met ‘ullough 


Sen 
| PHILADELPHIA* (Philadelphia) 
CARR, BARTLETT 


Carbondale (Lackawana)............. 
F. M. Monaghan 
Carlisle* (Cumberland) Herman Berg, Jr. 
Chambersburg* (Franklin)..W. Alexander 
Chester (Delaware)......... G. B. Lindsay 
Clarion* (Clarion).......... Reid & Maffett 
Claysville (Washington).............. 


Send to Washington 


Clearfield* (Clearfield)..... J. B. McEnally 
Coatesville (Chester)..... W. E. Greenwood 
College Hill (Beaver).....Send to Beaver 


Collegeville (Montgomery)............ 
Send to Norristown 
Columbia* (Lancaster)....Alfred C. Bruner 
Refers to Columbia National Bank. 
Connellsville (Fayette)....P. 8S. Newmeyer 
Conshohocken (Montgomery).......... 
Send to Norristown 
Conway (Beaver)........... Send to Beaver 
Coudersport* (Potter) 


LSON & MAYNARD 


Danville* (Montour)...... Wm. Kase West 
Doylestown* (Bucks)...... John D. James 
Duneansville (Blair)........ Send to Tyrone 
Easton* (Northampton)...... H. D. Maxwell 


Emporium*® (Cameron).............++- 
Johnson & McNarney 
RS) ee eee Ss. A. DAVENPORT 
632 State st. Refers to any bank in 
the city of Erie. General practice, cor- 
poration and commercial law in Federal 
and State Courts. 
Franklin (Venango)..... Robert N. Speer 
Refers to Franklin Savings Bank. 
Freedom (Beaver).......... Send to Beaver 
Gettysburg* (Adams)......... W. C. Sheely 
Greensburg (Westmoreland) 
PRANK 


B. HARGRAVE 
Greenville (Mercer)........... Guy Thorne 
Refers to First National Bank. 
Harrisburg* (Dauphin) 
WOLFE & - (Also at Middle- 
town, Pa.) Refer to Harrisburg Na- 
tional Bank; Harrisburg Trust Co.; 
Central Iron Works, Harrisburg; 
American Tube and Iron Co., Middle- 
town. 
Hatboro ~(Montgomery) 


Send to Norristown 


Hazelton (Luzerne).......... John J. Kelley 
Hollidaysburg* (Blair)..Robert W. Smith 
Honesdale* (Wayne)........... A. T. Searle 


Hummelstown (Dauphin)...F. T 


" . Schaffner 
Huntingdon* (Huntingdon) 


Send to Tyrone 
Jenkintown (Montgomery) Samuel H. High 
Johnstown (Cambria)..... Horace R. Rose 
Lancaster* (Lancaster) 
A. 8S. HERSCHEY, {47 Grant st. My 
individual attention given to collec- 
tions. Refers to Northern National 
Bank, Conestoga National Bank and 
People’s National Bank. 
Lansdale (Montgomery).Send to Norristown 
Latrobe* (Westmoreland)............. 
spas B. yp eeaave 
Lebanon* (Lebanon) 


6ecaneee Seltzer 
Lewisburg (Union)............. . B. Linn 
Lewistown* (Mifflin)...... Howard C. Lantz 
Lock Haven* (Clinton).......... H. T. Hall 


Mahoney City (Schuylkill)............ 

Robert P. Swank 
Martinsburg (Blair)........ Send to Tyrone 
Mauch Chunk* (Carbon)....Craig & Loose 
McKeesport eee. - .. Thos. E. Finley 
Meadville* (Crawford)....Joshua Douglass 


Media* (Delaware)........ J. M. Broomhall 
Mercer® (Mercer)............ John W. Bell 
Mifflinburg (Union)....... Horace P. Glover 
Milton (Northumberland)..Frank M. Reber 
Monaca (Beaver)........... Send to Beaver 


Monongahela City (Washington) 


v. r Hazzard 
Mount Carmel (Northumberland) 


Preston A. Vought 
Mount Pleasant (Westmoreland)...... 


Nevin A. Cort 
Nanticoke (Luzerne).......... H. P. Robins 
Natalie (Northumberland)............ 
“ Send to Mt. Carmel 
New Brighton (Beaver)....Send to Beaver 
New Castle* (Lawrence)............ 
GREGORY & DICKEY 
Refer to First National Bank, National 
Bank of Lawrence County and Citizens’ 
National Bank. 
Norristown* (Montgomery) 


Samuel H. High 

Oil City (Venango)........... Ash & Speer 
Refer to First National Bank. 

Osceola Mills (Clearfield)..Send to Tyrone 
Pennsylvania Furnace (Huntington). 


d to Tyrone 


(Suc- 
cessors to Carr & Franciscus), 607-610 
Provident Bldg. Commercial and cor- 
poration law. Collection department 
thoroughly modern and well equipped. 
Depositions taken by Notary, James 








) 
| 
i 





J. Donnelly. References: New York: 
J. Spencer Turner Co., Rusch & Co., 


McKesson & Robins, Parke, Davis & 
Co., Fritz & La Rue, B. Altman & Co. 
Philadelphia: Provident Life & Trust 
Co.; Fourth Street National Bank; Se- 
curity Bank; Supplee Hardware Co.; 
Hq. W Johns Manville Co.; John & 


james Dobson; Harrison Bros. & Co., 
Inc 

REBER & DOWNS (J Howard Re- 
ber). Assoicate Counsel, Percival H. 
Granger and Horace W. Leeds. Spe- 
cial departments prepared to handle 
collections or any class of litigation. 
Thoroughly equipped reporting de- 
partment. Depositions to Wm. H., 
Smith Correspondents: Mercantile 
Adjuster, Martindale Mercantile 
Agency, National Surety Company, 
American Lawyers Co., Associated 
Trades Law List, Attorneys and 
Agencies Association. Philadelphia 
References: Curtis, H. C., & Co, 
Davis Co., Joel, Bailey, Eisenlohr, 
Otto & Bros., Githens, Rexamer & 
Co., Gumpert Bros., Howett-Warner 
Co., Philadelphia National Bank, 
Sheip, Henry H., Mfg. Co., Thomp- 
son, Lewis & Co. Inc., Wampole, 
ee K., & Co., West End Trust 


ROBERT J. BYBON, 620-21-22-23 
Stephen Girard Bldg. General Law 
Practice. Corporation and Commer- 
cial Law. Collection Department (es- 
tablished 1891) under direct supervi- 
sion and competent management. 
Depositions taken. Issue Commissions 
to Edmund W. Kirby, Esq., Stenog- 
raphers and Notaries in office. Lo- 
cal and Long Distance Telephones. 
Refers to Continental Title and Trust 
Co., Market Street National Bank. All 
Judges of Common Pleas Courts of 
Philadelphia County. 

HOPPER, LESSIG & SMITH, 803 Land 
Title Bldg. See advertising card. 


Phillipsburg (Centre)...... Geo. W. Ziegler 
Refers to the First National Bank. 
Phoenixville (Chester)...... H. H. Kilkyson 


Refers to Farmers’ & Merchants’, Na- 

tional Bank of Phoenixville. 
PITTSBURG* (Allegheny) 

WAY, WALKER & MORRIS, 1106-1110 
Frick Bidg. Long Distance Tele- 
phone, 1524 Court. Cable Address, 
“WAY.” Real Estate and Corpora- 
tion Law and commercial litigation. 
Counsel for Commwealth Trust Com- 
pany, Commonwealth Real Estate 
Company, Liberty Nat. Bank, Liberty 
Savings Bank, Robinson Brothers. 
Refer to People’s Nat. Bank, Union 
Nat. Bank, Colonial Trust Company, 
Equitable Trust Company, Common- 
wealth Trust Company, Liberty Nat. 
Bank of Pittsburg, Nat. Bank of Com- 
merce, Russell & Winslow, Alexander 
& Colby, Kellogg, Beckwith & Emery, 
Hastings & Gleason, New York; Nat. 
Bank of the Republic, Holt, Wheeler 
& Sidley; Musgrave, Vrooman & Lee, 
Sidley, Musgrave, Vrooman & Lee, 
Chicago; Ledbetter & Bledsoe, Ard- 


more, lL. T.; Gans & Haman, Balti- | 


more; Hill, Bangs, Barlow & Homans, 
Boston; Hull & Comstock, Buffalo; 
Mordecai & Gadsden, Charleston; 
Brewer, Cook & McGowan, Cleveland; 
Arnold, Morton & Irvine, Columbus; 


Bicksler, Bennett & Nye, Denver; | 
Dunshee & Dorn, Des Moines; Cham- 
bers, Pickens, Moores & Davidson, 
Indianapolis; Lathrop, Morrow, Fox & 
Moore, Kansas City; W. W. Watts, 
Louisville; Winkler, Flanders, Smith, 
Bottom & Fawcett, Milwaukee; Din- 
kelspiel & Hart, New Orleans; Bal- 
dridge & De Bord, Omaha; White, 
White & Taulane, Philadelphia; Henry 
G. W. Dinkelspiel, San Francisco; 
Ralston & Siddons, _. Washington; 
Stanley, Vermillion & Evans, Wich- 
ita; Blake, Lash & Cassels, Toronto; 
Stibbard, Gibson & Co, London; 


James H. Vickery, Berlin. 


Pittston (Luzerne ..........+- F. S. Mosier 
Port Matilda (Center)...... Send to Tyrone 
Pottstown (Montgomery)..George L. Egolf 


Pottsville* (Schuylkill)............... 
WESLEY 


K. WOODBURY 
Punxsutawney (Jefferson).Jacob L. Fisher 
Refers to Punxsutawney National and 


First National Banks. 
Reading* (Becks).. 


Susquehanna (Susquehanna)........... 


.Stevens & Stevens | 
Renovo (Clinton)....Send to Lock Haven 
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Roaring Spring (Lycoming).......... Bangor* (Walworth)........ W. R. Green 
‘ Send to Tyrone Bonesteel (Gregory)......... Geo. A. Jeffers 
Rochester (Beaver)........ Send to Beaver Canton*® (Lincoln)...... Cuthbert & Carlson 
Royersford (Montgomery)............ Chamberlain* (Brule).......... Jas. Brown 
Send to Norristown Clear Lake* (Deuel)...... H. J. Honeywell 

Sayre (Bradford).......... Send to Canton Custer* (Custer)...... ...Ed. L. Grantham 
Schwenksville (Montgomery)......... Deadwood* (Lawrence)...Martin & Mason 


Send to Norristown Refers to First National Bank. 
Seranton* (Lackawanna)..J. W. McDonald Fairfax (Gregory)...CHARLES A. DAVIS 
Shamokin (Northumberland).......... Corporation and commercial law. Re- 
D. W. Shipman fers to Gregory County State Bank, 
Sharon (Mercer) ....<ciscsssece Roy Neville Fairfax State Bank and First Na- 
Refers to Sharon Savings & Trust Co. ,, tional Bank. 
and Merchants’ & Manufacturers’ Na- Flandreau* (Moody).....++... George Rice 
tional Bank. ft. Pierre (Stanley)........ Send to Pierre 
Shenandoah (Schuylkill).............. Hot Springs* (Fall River). 
Edward W. Shoemaker Clev elanad & Juckett 
Smethport* (McKean).......... ©. R. Mayo Howard (Miner) eer Se A. E. Chamberlain 
Souderton (Montgomery),.............. Refers to First National Bank. 
Send to Norristown’ Huron* (Beadle)............. L. C. Kemp 
South Bethlehem (Northampton)...... Madison* (Lake)...... D. D. Holridge & Son 
J. D. Broadhead ““tilbank (Grant).......... Thad L. Fuller 
Spruce Creek (Huntingdon).......... Mitchell* (Davison)....... H. EB. Hitchcock 
Send to Tyrone Mound City* (Campbell)....A. Sutherland 
St. Mary’s (Elk)............. D. J. Driscoll | Parker® (Turner). ......-.... © nas 
Sunbury* (Northumberland)........... EDWIN LEWIS BROWN 
K. MeWilliams P Reference: R. G. Dun & Co. 
Pierre* (Hughes)........ Ivan W. Goodner 
John D. Miller pe eh pe A aac — 7 a 
Refers to is . Nati edfie RO Na alae x i 0 Ee m. Issenhu 
eee Refers to Bank of Redfield and Red- 
Tamaqua (Schuylkill)....... J. Lineweaver | a7, ea ne. 
Titusville icvaterds Ri ey Se S. Grumbine 5!OUX FALLS* (Minnehaha) 
Towanda (Bradford)........ Send to Canton BAILEY & VOORHEES. Attorneys for 
Trappe (Montgomery).Send to Norristown Sioux Falls National Bank, G. 
Tremont (Schuykill)........ R. 5S. Bashore Dun & Co., Illinois Central Railroad 
Troy (Bradford)........... Send to Canton Co. and Western — Telegraph Co., 
Tyrone (Blair)......... Hicks & Templeton American Surety Co 
Uniontown* (Fayette)...... H. L. Robinson | Sisseton® (Roberts).......... C. H. Babcock 
Warren* (Warren)..Lindsay & McDonald TYndall* (Bon Homme) Elliott A. Stillwell 
Warrior's Mark (Huntington)........ Vermillion® (Clay) .........++ Jared Runyan 
Send to Tyrone Wagner (C harles Mix) j>aeene H. D. James 
Washington* (W ashington) mppapEs Pha 8. a _. Refers to First State Bank. 
John N. Patterson | Y@nkton* (Yankton)...... R. E. McDowell 
Watsontown (Northumberland)........ 
Send to Sunbury 
West Bridgewater (Beaver).......... Tennessee. 
Send to Beaver : 
Wellsboro (Tioga).......... H. N. Sherwood Bristol* (Sullivan)........ Curtin & Shelton 
Wilkesbarre* (Luzerne)...... Felix Ansart Sutler* (Johnson)....Send to Elizabethton 
Williamsburg (Blair)...... Send to Tyrone | Centreville* (Hickman) eset sees sees 
Williamsport* (Lycoming) Ciagett & ‘Cunningham 
DOR & MUNSON. Attorneys for Charlotte* (Dickinson)...... ° L. Cook 
Lycoming National Bank, West Chattanooga* (Hamilton)......... 
Branch National Bank, Savings In- BURKE , MILLER, MANSFIELD 
stitution of Williamsport, Williams- x Arr 
port Passenger Railways, Williams- Clarksville* (Montgomery). .Savage & Fort 


port Water Co., Pennsylvania Tele- Columbia* (Maury)...... . P. EF. Figures 
phone Co, The H. B. Claflin Co., Covington (Tipton)........... H. C. Boals 
and R. G. Dun Co. Cumberland Gap (Claiborne)...... 

J. H. 8. Morrison 


YORK (York) 

JOHN F. KELL. Refers to First Na- Hlizabethton* (Carter)...Tipton & Miller 
tional Bank. Franklin* (Williamson) . os ees 

Eggleston & Bore ‘leston 

Refer to National Bank of Franklin and 


Rhode Island. Williamson County Banking & Trust 


: E ‘ Co., Franklin. 

Newport* (Newport)...... John C. Burke Harriman (Roane).......... Ss. C. Brown 

Pawtucket (Providence)...... H. E. Tiepke Jackson* (Madison)........... Cc. G. Bond 

Providence* (Providence)............. Kenton (GUSOR) .ccbos ecvecvis E. R. Bruce 
WARD C. STINESS, 942-943 Bani- Knoxville* (Knox)..... --.+.W. D. Wright 


gan Bldg. Represent the United Lenoir City (Loudon)....... Send - Loudon 
States Fidelity & Guaranty Company, | Loudon* (Loudon)......... B. Cassaday 
The American Lawyers, and all the Memphis (Shelby)........... -B. a Motley 
principal lists. Refer to Bradstreet, Morristown* (Hamblen)......... 
Martindale and Hubbell. Corporation Shields & Mountcastle 
and commercial practice a specialty. |Murfreesboro (Rutherford) 


, See _ card. ‘Jesse W. Sparks 
Warren (Bristol)........ Charles B. Mason Refers to First and Stones . oe 
Westerly (Washington)..Geo. R. McKenna tional Banks. 

Woonsocket (Providence)....Wm. G. Rich Nashville* (Davidson) . -Moore & McNally 
Newoprt* (Cocke)... ... izeeeau .W. O. Mims 
South Carolina. | Pulaski* (Giles) «255 200. Flournoy Rivers 

|Roan Mountain (Carter).......... 
|Aiken* (Aiken)........ seeeee O. Groft Send to Elizabethton 
Barnwell* (Barnwell)........G. M, Greene ‘Shell Creek (Carter). .Send to Elizabethton 
Beaufort (Beaufort)........ W. J.@phomas |Sparta* (White)..........Smith & Smith 
Camden* (Kershaw)....L. A. Wittkowsky |Trenton* (Gibson)....Walker & Landrum 
CHARLESTON®* (Charleston). | Watertown (W ge J. R. Smith 

Nathaniel B. ‘Barnwell | Refers to the Bank of Watertown. 

Chester* (Chester)........ --Ashbel G. Brice |Waverly* (Humphreys)....J. F. Shannon 
Columbia* (Richland). -Clark & Clark | Winchester* (Franklin) . .Ollie W. Anderton 
GAFFNEY®* (Cherokee). . J. Cc. OTTS | Refers to Bank of Winchester and 


Bank of Decherd. 


Refer to Merchants’. “and Planters’ 

Bank, Gaffney, S. C., and The Victor 

Cotton Oil Co., Gaffney, 8. C. 
Greenville* (Greenville). .Sirrine & Charles Texas. 
Newberry* (Newberry)....F. H. Dominick | . 
Orangeburg* (Orangeburg) . .Wolf & Barry Abilene* Cee eercesess Kirby & Kirby 
Rock Hill (York)........+.- .W. J. Cherry Alvarado (Johnson)......Send to ge ae 
Spartanburg* (Spartanburg)..... |Alvin (Brazoria).......... cee 

Bomar & Simpson |Angleton (Brazoria)......Send to Vs Velasco 

Union* (Union).......... ag N .J. Butler | Aspelmont_ (Stonewall)... .N. 
|Atlanta (Cass).......... O'Neil rae 
/Austin® (Travis)... TIT bn A. Gordon 
| Bartlott (Williamson) . . E. W. Johnson 
| Bastrop* NT SR ea R. A. Brooks 
Aberdeen* (Brown)............J. E. Adams | Beaumont CPOOIROND 6 5.4s 04 ccdcbaaen 4 


| South Dakota. 


Reynoldsville (Jefferson)..G. M. McDonald | Alexandria* (Hanson)....-- P. A. Zollman | & LAWBHON. Cor- 


Ridgway* (Elk)..............-Fred 


H. Ely |Armour* (Douglas)..........J. W. Addie | 


poration and Commercial Law. 
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JACKSON & GORDON. Park Bank 
Bldg. General Practice. Refer to 
Park Bank & Trust Co. 

Belton® (Bell).........4 Arthur M. Monteith 
Bowie (Montague)......... Speer & Speer 
Brady* (McCulloch)........ F. ewman 


Refers to Comemrcial a "of Brady. 
Brazoria (Brazoria) J. Wilson 
Brenham* (Washington)...... Yr. B. Botts 


Cameron*® (Milam)......... S. Henderson 
Campbell (Hunt)........§ Send to Commerce | 


Celeste (Hunt)..........Se a ve Commerce 
Cleburne* (Johnson) . R. Walker 
Coleman® (Coleman). ‘Randoiph & Webb 


Colorado (Mitchell).......... John P. Marrs | 


Columbia (Brazoria) 


.R. .B. Loggins 
Columbus (Colorado) 


Commerce (Hunt)...........- 8s. L. Green 
Conroe (Montgomery)....T. E. Humphrey 
COMMER TERRIER) 6 case cecccantecsd J. L. Young 
Corno (Hopkins).. . Send 


Corsicana* (Navarro) 
Crowley (Tarrant). . 


: esi Send to Cleburne 


Cumly (Hopkins)........ Send to Commerce 
Dallas® (Dallas)........... Hill & Dabney 
Decatur® (Wise)..... .Spencer & Basham 
Denison (Grayson).......... A. G. Barnes 
Denton® (Denton)........ Alvin C. Owsley 


Kastland* (Eastland). 
Kdna (Jackson).... Dobbs & McCrory 
Elmo (Kaufman)......Send to Terrell, Tex. 
El Paso* (El Paso).......Jno. L. Dyer, Jr. 
Farmersville (Collin)....Send to McKinney 
Forney (Kaufman)..Send to Terrell, Tex. 
Poet Woeete? (Tarrant) .o..isogees cscs 
George Q. McGown. Member Attor- 
neys’ Nationa! Ciearing House. 
Gainesviile* (Cooke) .Davis & Thomason 
Galveston* (Galveston)..Wheeler & Clough 


.H. P. Brelsford 


Gatesville*® (Coryell)......... E. Walker 
Gonzales (Gonzales)..........esseecess 
 Harw ood & Walsh 
Grandview* (Hunt)..... Send to Commerce 
Hico (Hamilton)............- Langford 
Hittiabero” (EMMI)... .s.cesseats F. P. Works 
Houston* (Harris).. .E. 8S. Phelps 


Joshua (Johnson).... 
Klondike (Delta). 

La Grange* (Fayette). 
Lone Oak (Hunt).... 
Lufkin (Angelina).... 
Manvel (Brazoria) 


. Se end to Cleburne 
Send to Commerce 

.Geo. E. Lenert 
Send to Commerce 

: J. Townsend 
: .. Send to Columbia 
McKinney*® (Collin)........M. H. Garnett 
Meridian* (Bosque)........... H. C. Odle 
Montague (Montague).. -Send to Bowie 
Palo Pinto (Palo Pinto). .Chas. Ps Massie 


Pe A Fos < nc s 0 0c cn apis . Haile 
Plano (Collin). Send io ‘McKinney 
Port Arthur (Jefferson)........ . Rutan 
Quanah* (Hardeman) ‘Davia ‘E. Decker 
Quinlan (Hunt)....... Send to Commerce 


Richmond (Fort Bend)......M. J. Hickey 
Ringgold (Montague). ..Send to Bowie 
San Angelo (Tom Green)....J. Spence, Jr. 
San Antonio* (Bexar) Frank H. Walsh 
San Saba (San Saba).....Rector & Brown 
Sequin (Guadalupe)..Charles H. Donegan 
Sherman* (Grayson). T. L. Brame 
Stephenville (Erath) .William Pannill 
Stephenville Springs* (Hopkins)....... 

Sam A. Early 


Sunset (Montague).... .Send to Bowie 
Taylor (Williamson).......... R. L. Penn 
ye) ee Send to Belton 
Terrell (Kaufman)....... Robert L. Warren 
Texarkana (Bowie).......... R. R. Lockett 
Tyler* (Smith)....W. S. Herndon & Sons 
Venus (Johnson). . ......Send to Cleburne 


Waco*® (McLennan).......... W. W. Pardue 
Refers to First National Bank, Mem- 
phis, Tex.; American National Bank, 
Terrell, Tex.; National Bank, Terrell, 
Texas: Bank of Biloxi, Miss.; 
dent National Bank, Waco. 

Waxahachie* (BPllis)....... J. BE. Lancaster 

Weatherford* (Parker)...... W. R. Vivrett 

Wichita Falls* (Wichita).............. 

J. H. Barwise, Jr. 


Woodville® (Tyler).......... J. A. Mooney | 
Utah. 
Beaver (Beaver)...... George B. Greenwood 
Refers to State Bank of Beaver. 
Frisco (Beaver)........... Send to Beaver 
Logan* (Cashe)............ J. C. Walters 
Milford (Beaver).......... Send to Beaver 
Minersville (Beaver)........ Send to Beaver 
Newhouse (Beaver)........ Send to Beaver 


Ogden* (Weber)..... .George McCormick 


Provo*® (Utah)...... King, Burton & King 

Richfield (Sevier)............ I. J. Stewart 

Salt Lake* (Salt Lake)..... Booth & Lee 
Vermont. 


Alburgh (Grand Isle)..Send to St. Albans 
Barre (Washington)..... Fr. D. BURG 
Granite Savings Bank Building. 


.Geo. McCormick | 


to Commerce | 
W. J. Weaver | 


Provi- | 
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Barton (Orleans).......... F. W. Baldwin 
Bellows Falls (Windham)....F. A. Bolles 
Bennington* (Bennington)..W. B. Sheldon 
Brandon (Rutland)...... Edward S. Marsh 
Brattleboro (Windham)...... Frank Stowe 


Burlington* (Chittenden)....Elihu B. Taft 
Cambridge (Lamoille)..Send to Hyde Park 
Felchville (Windsor)..... Gilbert A. Davis 
Lyndonville (Caledonia)...... J. T. Gleason 
Refers to National Bank of Lyndon. 

Montpelier* (Washington)....G. W. Wing 
| Morrisville (Lamoille)..Send to Hyde Park 
Northfield (Washington)...C. D. Edgerton 
| North Hero* (Grand Isle).... 

Send to St 
Rutland* G@Rutland)........ A | 
| Sheldon (Franklin)... .Send to St 
| St. Albans* (Franklin) wits << H. M 
St. Johnsbury* (Caledonia)...H 
| White River Junction (Windsor) 


Albans 
Dana 
Albans 
Mott 
Blodgett 


oe Wm. Batchelder 


| 


| Saree (Preston be 


| Bruceton Mills (Preston Co.) 


|Clarksburg* (Harrison)...... Cc. W. 


Windsor (Windsor)...... Gilbert A. Davis 
| Woodstock* (Windsor)....F. C. Southgate 
Virginia. 

Alexandria* (Alexandria)..... Ss. G. Brent 
Berkeley (Norfolk)........See Portsmouth 
i galt | ee ee Fulton Kegley 
Charlottesville* (Albemarle). F. Gilmer 
Chatham* (Pittsylvania)..... See Danville 
‘lifton Forge (Allegheny)......R. G. James 
Danville (Pittsylvania)....L. E. Edmunds | 

Eastville* (Northampton)... .. ; 
Thos. B. Robertson 
Fredericksburg (Spottsylvania) 
| Ss. G. R. Fitzhugh 
Harrisonburg* (Rockingham) Sipe & Harris 
Hot Springs (Bath)........ J. T. McAllister 
Houston* (Halifax)..... James H. Guthrie | 
Leesburg (Loudoun)...... E. Garrett 
Refers to People’s National Bank of 
Leesburg. 
Lexington* (Rockbridge). W. S. Hopkins 
Lynchburg (Campbell). ‘James E. Edmunds 
Magruder (York)............. 3. H. Evan 


Manassas* (Prince William)... 





| Manchester* (Chesterfield) 


West Appomattox (Appomattox) 
lood & Ferguson 


Refers to Bank of Bellingham 
Colfax* (Whitman)....McCrosky & Canfield 





Dayton* (Columbia)........ M. M. Godman 
Montesano (Chehalis)........... W. H. Abel 
Mount Vernon* (Skagit)..Smith & Browley 
North Yakima* (Yakima)...... Fred Parker 
Refers to First National Bank. 
\Oakesdale (Whitman)........ James F.. Fisk 
Olympia* (Thurston)........... T. N. Allen 
Port Townsend* (Jefferson).A. W. Buddress 
Pullman (Whitman)......... W. H. Harvey 
Seattle* (King) 

SA YY & STUART, Rooms 305 
and 306 Marion Block. Refers to the 
Washington National Bank. 

Snohomish* (Snohomish)... ... J. V. Bowen 
South Bend* (Pacific)...... Hewen & Miller 
Spokane* (Spokane)...... Samuel R. Stern 
Sprague (Lincoln)........ John IL. Melville 


Refers Bank of Sprague. 


A. W. Sinclair |trona (Preston Co.).. 


| Moundsville* (Marshall) 


| Lawrence P. Pool 

Refers to Mechanics’ & Merchants’ 

Bank. 

Mathews* (Mathews). .J. Boyd Sears 
Newport News* (W arwick) 

WM. C. STUART. First Nationa! Bank 
Building. Refers to the First Na- 
tional Bank. 

Norfolk* (Norfolk)..... W. D. STOAKLEY 
Petersburg (Dinwiddie). 

Bernard & Townsend 
Pulaski* (Pulaski).......... QO. C.. Brewer 
RRIGHMMOMG  CEUOMEICO) c oiccc ccs cccccccscs 

REGESTER & MULLEN, 1102 East 
Main Street. Corporations Insur- 
ance and Banking. References: 
American National Bank, Bank of 
Commerce & Trusts, and Virginia 
Trust Company, = of Richmond, 
Virginia. e card 

Roanoke (Roanoke). JNO. H. WRIGHT 
Stuart® (Patrick).......... P. Bouldin, Jr. 
Staunton*® (Augusta)....... A. C. Braxton 
Suffolk (Nansemond).......... Lee Britt 
Warrenton* (Fauquier)......... J. P. Jeffries 
Warsaw* (Richmond)..... J. W. Chinn, Jr. | 


Se Ce oie i os caw bien cae 
CHAUNCEY E. DUNKLEBERGER, 102 
Berlin Building. Refers to American 
Surety Company, New York: Niagara 
County National Bank and Farmers’ 
& Mechanics’ Savings Bank, Lock- 
port, N. Y.; National Bank of Com- 
merce, Tacoma, Wash. 
Walla Walla* (Walla Walla)........ 


Brooks & Bartlett 


West Virginia. 


Addison (Webster)....See Webster Springs 
Albrights (Preston Co.). -Send to Kingwood 
Aurora (Preston Co.)....Send to Kingwood 
ae (Mercer) 
M. Easley. Refers to the First Na- 
ne Bank and Flat Top National 
Bank 
L. J. Holland. Refers to the First Na- 
tional Bank. 
Send to Kingwood 
Send to Kingwood 
1 A F. C. Pifer 
(Webster)........ 
Send to Webster Springs 
Charleston*® (Kanawha)............... 


Price, Smith & Spilman 
Charlestown* (Jefferson) 


Buckhannon* (Upshur) 
Camden-on-Gauley 


Forrest W. Brown 
Refers to the Bank of Charlestown. 
fb Lynch 
Cowen (Webster).Send to Webster Springs 
Cranesville (Preston Co)..Send to Kingwood 
Egion (Preston Co.)....Send to Kingwood 
WD aaa 
Send to Webster Springs 
Fairmont* (Marion)........ John Henshaw 
Fayetteville (Fayette)..Payne & Hamilton 
Refer to Kanawha Valley Bank and 
Charleston National Bank, both of 
Charleston, W. Va 
Gladesville (Preston Co.).Send to Kingwood 
Grafton® (Taylor)......... J. L. Hechmer 
Huntington* (Cabell). at = & Thompson 
-Send to Kingwood 
Keyser* (Mineral)........ F. M. Reynolds 
Kingwood (Preston) 
WILLIAM G. CO - Refers to 
Kingwood National Bank and Citi- 
zens’ Trust & Guaranty Co., Parkers- 


burg. 
Lane’s Bottom (Webster) ............ 
Send to Webster Springs 
Manheim (Preston Co.)..McNeil & McNeil 
Refers to First National Bank and 
Bank of Marlinion. 
Martinsburg* (Berkeley)...... J. M. Woods 
Masontown (Preston Co.)............ 
Send to Kingwood 
Montgomery (Fayette)...... Vv. E. Champe 
Morgantown* (Monongalia).......... 
& STEWART 
Practice throughout West Virginia in 
both State and Federal Courts. Re- 
fer to Bank of Morgantown and 
Federal Savings and Trust Co. 
Simpson & Showaor 
Newburg (Preston Co.)..Send to Kingwood 
New Martinsville* (Wetzel) 
a - Collecting a spe- 
cialty. Refers to The New Martins- 
ville Bank, James Hill, Mont Bur- 
rous, Levi Oblinger, I. Rosenberg, 
Irvin Ober, B. Y. Morgan, Jas. V. 
Higgins, Merchant. 
Partessbure® (Wood) 
Van Winkle & Ambler. Refer to the 
Parkersburg National and First Na- 


Refers to Appomatox at West Appo- 
| mattox, Va. | 
| Winchester* (Frederick)........ R. E. Byrd 
Ween CWC REE Wh chba Sis weasces Bond & Bruce 
wytheville* (Wythe)........ H. M. Heuser 

tional Bank. 
Petersburg (Grant).......... L. J. Forman 
Washington. Point Pleasant* (Mason)...... J. S. Spencer 
Arlington (Snohomish)......... L. N. Jones 
Bellingham (Whatcom)........ R. W. Green 


fers to Merchants’ National Bank. 
Ravenswood (Jackson)...... N. C. Prickitt 
Reesville (Preston Co.)..Send to Kingwood 
Ripley* (Jackson)........ Seaman & Baker 
Rowlesburg (Preston wai 


ee es 


Send to Kingwood 


Saint Marys* (Pleasants)..... A. J. Porter 
Sistersville* (Tyler)......... Cc. N. Kimball 
Spencer (Roane)...... . BYAN 


MAS 
Refers to the Bank of Spencer. 
Sutton* (Braxton)..MORBRRISON & RIDER 
Refer to the Sutton Bank. 
Tunnelton (Preston Co.).Send to Kingwood 
Terra Alta (Preston Co.).Send to Kingwood 
Wainville (Webster)................. 


Send to Webster Springs 
Webster Springs* (Webster).......... 


Thurmond & Wooddell 


Weich (McDowell)............ ell & Litz 
Refer to McDowell County Ban 
Wellsburg® (Brooke). .... W. M. Werkman 

Wheeling* (Ohio) 


Garvin & McKee (T. M. Garvin and D. 








5396 


A. McKee), 
criminal 


General Practice, 
Corporation, 


except 
Commercial 


and real estate law aé_e specialty 
Companies incorporated Attorneys 
Center Wheeling Savings Bank and 
other resident and foreign Corpora 
tions. 


Williamson* (Mingo) 


Sheppard, Goodykoontz & Scherr. Re- 
fers to Mingo County Bank 
Wisconsin. 
Algoma (Kewaunee).......... M. T. Parker 
Antigo® (LeaneinGe)., « o<osseves sasis H. Hay 
Appicton* (Outugamie)........ H. D. Ryar 


Arcadia (Trempealeau)........++.+-+-. 
RICHMOND & RICHMOND 
(ABIES) 6:0 00 00:0 9. bs BdeH oe 


Sanborn, Lamoreux & Pray 


Ashland* 


Baraboo*® (Sauk).......... Bentley & Kelly 
Baetoks CRON 5 oan noe siee Theo. D. Woolsey 
Blair (Trempealeau)...... Send to Arcadia 
Boscobel (Grant)........ William E. Howe 
Brace Cmte) . 50.060 00% Send to Ladysmith 


Chippewa Falls* (Chippewa).......... 
Jenkins & Jenkins 
ere Clen & Clen 
E. Brossard 
.Send to Columbus 
oe & Osborn 


Sumner 


Clintonville 
Columbus (Columbia) 
Danville (Dodge). . 

Darlington* (La Fayette). 
Delavan (Walworth) 


(Waupaca). 


Refers to Citizens’ Bz A of Delavan 
and E. Latimer & Co., Bankers 
Dodgeville* (Iowa)...... .J. J. Hoskins 


Doylestown (¢ ‘olumbia) . .S5e end to Columbus 


Eau Claire* (Eau Claire)...R. D. Whitford 
Eleva (Trempealeau)...... Send to Arcadia 
Ettrick (Trempealeau)..... Send to Arcadia 
Fall River (Columbia)...Send to Columbus 
Fond du Lac* (Fond du Lac)......... 

E. P. Worthing 


Galesville (Trempeauleau).Send to Arcadia 


Glen Flora (Gates)....Send to Ladysmith 
Green Bay* (Brown)....Sheridan & Evans 
Hawkins (Gates)....... Send to Ladysmith 
Independence (Trempealeau).......... 


Send to Arcadia 


Janesville* (Rock)... .A. A. Jackson 


Keyser (Columbia)...... Send to Columbus 
Kenosha (Columbia) James Cavanagh 
Kewaunee* (Kewaunee)......... Geo. Wing 


(Le. Greeeeh ..«avaee anaes 
McConnell & Schweizer 


La Crosse* 


Ladysmith (Rusk)... .A. N. Anderson 
tefers to State Bank, Ladysmith Na- 
tional Bank. 

Lancaster (Grant)...... Bushnell & Moses 

Lowell (Dodge)........ Send to Columbus 


Madison* (Dane)....... VROMAN MASON 
Marinette* (Marinette)....Quinlan & Daily 
MILWAUKEE* (Milwaukee) 

Bloodgood, Kemper & Bloodgood, 39-46 
Mitchell Bldg. Corporation Law. 
General practice. 

New London (Waupaca) 
Oconto* (Oconto)...... 
Oshkosh* (Winnebago) 

Bouck & Hilton. 
man-American 
Exchange Bank 


Cc. A. Holmes 
Francis X. Morrow 


Refer to New Ger- 
Bank and South Side 


Osseo (Trempealeau)...... Send to Arcadia 
Portage* (Columbia)........... E. 8S. Baker 
Racine* (Racine)..........« John W. Owen 
Reeseville (Dodge)......Send to Columbus 
Rio (Columbia)....... .Send to Columbus 
Stevens’ Point* (Portage) niin md G. L. Park 
St. Croix Falls (Polk)...... Mons P. Jerdee 
Sun Prairie (Dane)....Send to Columbus 


Superior* (Douglas)... 
Trempealeau 


.See West Superior 
(Trempealeau) 
Send to Arcadia 


Viroqua® (Vernon).......... Cc. W. Graves 
Waterloo (Dane)........ Send to Columbus 
Watertown (Jefferson)..... W. H. Woodard 
Waupaca* (Waupaca)...... Irving P. Lord 


Waukesha (Waukesha)....Holt & Coombs 
Wausau* (Marathon) Hurley & Jones 
Whitehall* (Trempealeau).Send to Arcadia 


Wyoming. 


Basin City* (Big Horn) 
c. C. Blake. Refers to State Loan & 
Trust Co. 
W. S. Collins. Refers to First National 
Bank, Buffalo, Wyo. 


Buffalo* (Johnson)........ H. Parmelee 
Casper* (Natrona)......... John B. Barnes 
Refers to Stockmen’s National Bank. 
Cheyenne* (Laramie)....... Cc. W. Burdick 
Cody .<iiia-TIGGe) «o's 8 i's ses aean W. L. Walls 
Douglas* (Converse)........- F. H. Harvey 
Evanston* (Uinta)....... moners S. Spence 
Lander* (Fremont)............ H. Fourt 
Laramie* (Albany).......... N. 4 Corthell 


Calgary* 
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Rawlins* (Carbon). .HOMER MERRELL 


Rock Springs* (Swee etwate errr er 
Taliaferro & Dunton 

Sheridan* (Sheridan). .E. E. Lonabaugh 

Sundance* (Crook)......... Melvin Nichols 


PORTO RICO. 


SAN JUAN..Rounds, Hatch && Dillingham 


PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


MANILA 10st Ge sabeuNy ss dawns G. Araneta 
HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 

Hilo oa ak pit ae Wise & Nickens 

Honolulu ....<.2cssswee edie i EEE 


CANADA. 


British Columbia. 


Cranbrook (Kootenay)...... 
Greenwood (Kootenay) 
Nanaimo (Nanaimo) 
Nelson (Kootenay)..Taylor & Hannington 
New Denver (Kootenay)....Send to Nelson 
New Westminster* (Westminster)..... 

Howay & Reid 
Send to Nelson 
Send to Nelson 
Send to Nelson 
.Send to Nelson 


Send to Nelson 
Send to Nelson 
H. Baker 


Revelstoke (Kootenay) 
Rossland (Kootenay) 
Sandon (Kootenay) 
Slocan City 


(Kootenay)... 


Vancouver (Vancouver).......ceceosss 
Wilson, Senkler & Bloomfield 

Victorin® CVIGRORDRRi wc: 000s een koe 
Drake, Jackson & Helmcken 

Manitoba. 
Brandon* (Brandon)......... H. L. Adolph 
Dauphin (Marquette).........4 A. E. Wilkes 
Refers to the Bank of Ottawa. 
Hartney (Winchester)........ S. Hallen 


Portage La Prairie* (Portage La Prairie) 


BE. Anderson 


Winnipeg (Selkirk 


M’Donald, Tupper, Phippen & Tupper | 


New Brunswick. 


Fredericton (York)........ Arthur R. Slipp 
Moncton (Westmoreland).Harvey Atkinson 
St. John* (St. John)...Barnhill & Sanford 
St. Stephen (Charlotte)..W. C. H. Grimmer 


Woodstock (Carleton)........ A. B. Connell 
Refers to Bank of Nova Scotia and 
Bank of Montreal. 


New Foundland. 


St. Johns (St. Johns) 


North West Territories. 


(Alberta Ter.)....W. L. Bernard 
Edmonton (Alberta Ter.)..Taylor & Boyle 
Regina (Assiniboia Ter).Haultain & Robson 


Yorktown (Assiniboia Ter.)........... 

James F. MacLean 

Nova Scotia. 
Amherst* (Cumberland)......... 
Annapolis Royal* (Annapolis)..I. J. * Ritchie 
Bridgewater (Lunenburg)......... 
Send to Lunenburg | 

HALIFAX® (Halifax).......... w. Ross 
Lunenburg* (Lunenburg)....S. A. Ghesley 
Mahone Bay (Lunenburg). aot mae ts 


Send to Lunenburg 


Truro* (Colchester).......... N. J. Layton 
Westville (Pictou)..Send to New Glasgow 
Windsor (Hants)......-s.e>% W. M. Christie 
Yarmouth® (Yarmouth)........csscecss 
Sandford H. Pelton, K. C. 
Ontario. 
Barrie® (Simcoe). ...scecccsses Donald Ross 
Belleville* (Hastings)...... Wm. N. Ponton 
Vice Consul United States at Belleville. 
Chatham* (Kent)....... Wilson, Pike & Co. 
Galt (Waterloo) . ss ccs ceca A. E. Millican 
Hamilton* (Wentworth)......... 
Scott, Lees, Hobson & "Stephen: 
Kingston* (Frontenac)....... Francis King 
London (Middlesex)........ W. H. Bartram 


99 Dundas st. Refers to Molsons Bank, 
London branch, or Ontario Loan & De- 
benture Co., London. 

Ottawa (Carleton) 

MacCRACKEN, HENDERSON & Mc- 
DOUGAL, Barristers, Solicitors, etc. 
Supreme Court and Departmental 
Agents. Refer to Bank of Ottawa. 

McLAURIN & MILLAR (G. McLaurin, 
LL.B.; Haldane Millar), 19 Elgin st. 
Barristers, Solicitors, Notaries, etc. 
References: Bank of Ottawa, Deer- 
ing Harvester Co., Chicago. 

Seaforth (Huron) R. Hays 
St. Catharines* (Lincoln).Collier & “pareee 


TORONTO* (York) 
79 Adelaide St. 


Jas. R. Roaf, 
Windsor® (Essex)....cccccess Bite” & Ellis 


Prince Edward Island. 


Charlottetown* (Queens)..Mellish & Mellish 


Summerside* (Prince)........ John H. Bell 
Quebec. 
Danville (Shipton)...........-. L. Joubert 


Refers to Eastern Township Bank at 
Richmond, Que. 


MONTREAL?* (Montreal)...........-. 
Atwater, Duclos & Chawin 
New Carlisle (Bonaventure)...... 
James Edward Mills 
Quebec* (Quebec Dist.)............ 
Caron, Pentland & ‘Stuart 
MEXICO. 


MEXICO (City of) 
J. L. STARR HUNT, Licensed Member 
of the Mexican Bank, Calle de Mon- 
tealegre, No. 20. 


ENGLAND. 


LONDON (Middlesex) 
J. ARTHUR BARRATT, 3 Temple Gar- 


dens, W. C. 
Jno. Burke Hendry, 7 New Square, Lin- 
colns Inn & Mores Passage (opp. 


Law Courts), Carey st. 


inte el Kent & Howley | 


FRANCE. 
PARIS 
PELLERIN, PIERRE, M. A. French 
Advocate, Member of the English 


Bar, 56 rue la Boetie. 


| 


|STRASSBURG (Alsace) , : 
DR. MAX ADLER, American Attorney, 
Commissioner of Deeds. 


New Glasgow (Pictou).. Tehama ants.” Grape | 


Parisboro (Cumberland) 
South Brookfield* (Queens).........- 


Crofton U. McLeod 
Springhill (Cumberland)............+.. 
Send to Amherst, N. S. 
Stellarton (Pictou)...Send to New Glasgow 
Sydney* iCape § Breton) 
ROSS & 


ROSS, Ross Block. Refer to. 


Bank of Montreal. 


Muir | 


HOLLAND. 


VAN 

Lawyers and So- 
Correspond English, French 
Regen- 


Rotterdam .... 
DRS. VAN 


licitors. 


and German. Wijnhaven 92-94 
tesse Buildings. 
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THE AMERICAN LAWYER 


Latest Editions of Text-Books 





We have an overstock of last editions of Text-books we have decided to close out. 


of them are merely shelf-worn; balance are in fine second-hand order. 


WILLIAMSON LAW BOOK COMPANY, ROCHESTER, N. Y. 


357 


A number 





PORE GEOOE GU DOU ilk G sands caacuiniascéacecae 
Abbott’s Brief on Pleading, 2-vols................ 
Abbott’s Municipal Corporations, 3-vols 
Abbott’s Trial Brief—Criminal Causes............ 
Alger on Motion of Corporations................. 
Anderson’s Law Dictionary..............e.seee0. 
Archibald’s Criminal Practice and Pleading, 2-vols. 
Bailey’s Conflict of Judicial Decisions............ 
Bailey on Personal Injuries, 2-vols............... 
Bates on Partnership, 2-vols.............eeeceees 
Beach on Private Corporations, 3-vols............ 
Beach on Public Corporations, 2-vols............. 
Beale on Foreign Corporations................+.- 
Beale on Hotels, Innkeepers...............seee0- 
Beers’ Stephens Digest of Evidence.............. 
Bishop’s Criminal Law, 2-vols.............0.see0. 
Bishop’s Criminal Procedure, 2-vols.............. 
Bishop’s Directions and Forms................+.- 
Bishop on Marriage and Divorce, 2-vols........... 
Bishop on Statutory Crimes. ......ccccccesccscces 
Boone on Real Property, 3-vols...............46. 
Bradbury’s Jurisdiction of State andFederal Courts 
EGEOAE OR DUO s Fe kde Kabks ecco secsvecins 
Brandt on Suretyship and Guarantors, 2-vols.... 
Bullock on Husband and Wife...............040. 
Chaplin on Landlord and Tenant................ 
Clark & Marshall on Crimes, 2-vols............. 
Clark’s Street R. R. Accident Law............... 
CERES Ge TUN asc Shain 0 ks coc ec cccccncces 
Cook on Corporations; S°VOIS.... 0. cccccccccccccccs 
Costey om TAmMtbOWe sec de cecvcccctcccesseccccss 
Cee CM TORO cis snkb ccwttawed.ov esc etesccdccccce 
Crawford on Neg. Instruments..................:. 
Daniel on Neg. Instruments.............-.e-s05 
Donovan’s Modern Jury Trials............-.+++- 
Dos Passos on Stockbrokers, 2-vols..............+. 
Dresser’s Employers’ Liability Act............... 
Dwight on Persons and Personal Property........ 
Eaton & Gilbert on Commercial Paper............ 
Elliott on Evidence, 4-vols..........eeseeeeeeees 
Blliott on Railroads, 4-vol8.............-eeeeeee- 
Farnum on Waters, 3-Vol8..........-eeeseedeenes 
Foster’s First Book of Practice..............++++- 
Fowler on Charitable Trusts.............+.ese06: 
Gould on Pleadings... .ccccccccccscccscccscseces 
Gunkel on Costs, Federal Court............+.++- 
Hammond on Taxation of Business Corporations. ‘ 
Hare on Crimes........ WaGae eaweas ewig sé eeecece 
High on Injunctions, 2-vol8..........seeeseeeeeees 
Hughes’ Criminal Law and Procedure..........-- 


$3 50 


7 00 
13 50 
4 00 
2 50 
5 00 
4 00 
2 00 
8 00 
4 00 
15 00 
4 00 
4 00 
4 00 
3 00 
9 00 
9 00 
4 50 
9 00 
4 50 
5 00 
1 00 
3 00 
10 00 
2 00 
5 00 
5 00 
4 00 
5 00 
15 00 
10 
10 
1 
9 
4 
8 
3 
4 
4 


Hutchinson on Carriers, 3-vols 
Jarman on Wills, 2-vols 


ee 
ee 
eee eeeee 


ee ee ee ee 


Jones on Telegraph and Telephone Companies. ... 
Judson on Taxation 


ee ee ee ee ee 
ee ee 
re 


ee 


Labatt’s Master and Servant, 2-vols............... 
Lawson's Criminal Defenses, 6-vols 
EABVERS Om TOMO sb dg Go cos icc esccccda dees 
Lewis on Eminent Domain, 2-vols................ 
Mann on Foreign Corporations................... 
Martindale on Conveyancing.................ee-- 
Maxey on International Law................ee0: 
McAdam’s Landlord and Tenant, 3-vols........... 
McQuillan’s Municipal Ordinances............... 
REE GR GC re ka bo i dink oc ccécwececivces 


ee ee 


DS Ge Ce I had os snide ctadeveccccac 
Parsons on Contracts, 2-vols..........cccecececes 
Pee CU THUG, Wa dees ccccccussdctcdnccdccs 
Pingrey on Hxtraordinary, Industrial and Interstate 

CARROT Ac Saad abies 046 Bed veckeds oecccces 
ee Ch a S665 008 6 db ccceeacctaccce 
Rapalje & Lawrence’s Law Dictionary, 2-vols..... 
MORRelA om Wik BOONES ci sk ide dcsccdiccaceice 
Reed on Corporate Finances, 2-vols.............+.. 
Reema Cm Wieask Sei sdn decide sds ccctvcccces 
PRTG mh TR le a bc hc cei cccidcccccaces 
Gast cm TR Ge 66.5.6 e< cccceccaceccceces 
Shumaker & Longsdorf’s Cyc. Law Dictionary.... 
Smith's Municipal Corporations, 2-vols........... 
Sutherland on Damages, 4-vols..............--- 
Sutherland on Statutory Constructions, 2-vols.... 
Thomas on Hstates, 2-vols.........ccccsececesees 
Thomas on Negligence, 2-vols............seee0- 
Underhill om TIVGRGGGs vc ccc tc ccctccccccctceccces 
TEE Ce Wee SES wceeccccccoavascecceces 
Warvelle on Bjectment..........ccccsccecccceees 
Washburn on Real Property, 3-vols............... 
Wharton & Stille’s Med. J. P., 3-vols............. 
Whorton on Homicide. .........ccccceseces Ss Sieewe 
Wigmore on Evidence, 4-Vols.........cseeeeeeeees 
Wiltsie on Mortgage Foreclosure, 2-vols.......... 
Wolfe’s Calculation Tables. .........eseeeeese: Gabe 
Miller on the Constitution of the U. S............ 
Wharton on the Conflict of Laws, 2-vols.........-- 


— 
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Hunt on Tender.....cccccccccccccescccccsscccecs 





Every one of the above books is the latest edition. Early orders are advisable as at the 


prices quoted stock will be reduced very rapidly. 


WILLIAMSON LAW BOOK COMPANY, ROCHESTER, N. Y. 
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STi e) 


THE 


MASSACHUSETTS 


BOSTON AND WORCESTER 
JOHN W. SAXE JAMES A. SAXE 
(Member of the New York 
Bar and of the U. S. Su 


preme Court Bar.) 


SAXE & SAAE 


Law Offices 


16 State Street, Worcester County Abstract Co 
(Registry of Deeds.) 
BOSTON MASSACHUSETTS WORCESTER 


Telepohone 5651 Telephone 410 


Corporation, Insurance, Commercial and Real Estate Law. 
Practice State and Federal. 
upon 


in all Courts, 


References request. 


George V. Phipps 
Frank Durgin 


DeCordova 
Stanley A 


Phipps & Durgin 


Attorneys-at-Law 


Dana 


Dearborn 


Kimball Building, IS Tremont Street, Boston. 


WE REPRESENT 


U. S. Fidelity & Guaranty Co., Martindale, American 
Lawyers Quarterly, Clearing House Quarterly, 
National Surety Co., Hubbells Legal 


Directory, Sharp & Alleman. 


Special Department for Mereantile Collections | 


M. L. HOLT, Manager 





Hartford, Conn. 


7 Frank B. Williams 


50 State Street 
Corporation Law a Specialty 
Collections and Commercial Law 


Compiler of Connecticut Laws for Corporation Legal Manual 
Notary Public Long Distance Telephone in Office 








Cincinnati, Ohio. 


Kelley & Hauck 


45 and 46 Blymyer Building 


Long Distance (Bell) ‘Phone No. 1915 Main 


General Practice State and Federal Courts. 


References: Fifth National Bank; Atlas National Banks 





Bernard B. Selling 


ATTORNEY AND COUNSELOR AT LAW 
503-4-5-6-7-8 HAMMOND BLDG. DETROIT, MICHIGAN 
CORPORATION LAW A SPECIALTY 

I refer to the following Corporations: 

Detroit, Mich., Detroit Trust Co., Union Trust Co., Burnham 
Stoepel & Company, Commercial National Bank 
Newark, N. J., Prudential Insurance Company of America 
Dayton, Ohio, Cooper Insurance Company 


: 
: 
t 


AMERICAN 


Hopper, Lessig & Smith 





LAWYER 


PHILADELPHIA, PENNA. 


803 Land Title Building 
Attorneys and Counsellors-at-Law 


General Civil Practice in Federal, State and County Courts 
Instant attention to correspondence and Long Distance 
Phone. 


Practicing since 1879 MORRIS EDGAR SMITH 


HARRY SHELMIRE HOPPER W. BROOKE LESSIG 


Charles W. Walton 


Kingston, N. Y. 


Savings Institution Building 


attention given to Corporation Law. Refers to 
National Bank Attorney for Kingston Iron and 
Ore Company, Kingston Gas and Electric Company, The Hut- 
ton Company, The Aetna Life Insurance Company, United 
States Fidelity Guaranty Company. 


Special 
Kingston 


Providence, R. 1. 


EDWARD C. STINESS 


Attorney-at-Law 
942-943 Banigan Building 


Represent the United States Fidelity & Guaranty Company, 
the American Lawyers, and all the principal lists. Refer to 
Bradstreet, Martindale and Hubbell. 

Corporation and commercial practice a specialty. 


| 





Hartshorne, Insley & Leake 
239 Washington St. Jersey City, N. J. 


General for The Provident Institution 
for Savings in Jersey City, Hudson County Board 
of Health and Vital Statistics, N. Y. & 

S. 8. Co., &c., &c. 


Counsel 


Texas 











Charles C. Bailey 
Frederick B. Eaton 


BAILEY 


Attorneys 


John H. Voorhees 
Peter G. Honegger 


& VOORHEES 


and Counsellors-at-Law 
Sioux Falls, South Dakota 


| Attorneys for Sioux Falls National Bank, R. G. Dun & Co, ; 
Illinois Central R. R. Co., Western Union Telegraph 

| Co., American Surety Co. 

} 

| 





Notary Long Distance 


EDWARD D. HOWARD 


Attorney and Counsellor, 
Hayden-Clinton Bank Building, Columbus, Ohio 
Corporation Business Specialty 


Ex. Charge of Corporation Division, Department of State 
Ref. Commercial Natichal Bank, State Savings Bank and 
| Trust Co. 
| 


305-311 











J. C. OTTS, Attorney 
Gaffney. South Carolina 


CORPORATION AND COMMERCIAL LAW 


Attorney for the Gaffney Trust Co. and the Board of 
County Commissioners. 
Refer to Merchants’ 


and Planters’ 
Bank of Gaffney, S. C 


Bank; National 
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35 Nassau Street, New York City JOHN W. 


WILLIAM C. SHERWOOD 
Vice-President 


Acts as Transfer Agent 
istered Agent for Corporations 
Trust Deed certifying bond issues. 


Cc. C. CUYLER 
Cuyler, Morgan & Company, New York 
JOHN W. HARDENBERGH 
Commercial Trust'Co. of N. J. 
CLARENCE H. KELSEY 
Pres. Title Guarantee and Trust Co., 


WALTER 
Pres. 


JOHN A. 
N. Y. 





or Register of listed and unlisted Securities. 
in New Jersey. Acts 
Assists in the 


MIDDLETON 
Vice-President Lehigh 


fiegistrar and Cransfer Company 


HARDENSBERGH 
President 
CHARLES L. 
Secretary and Treasurer 


15 Exchange Pl., Jersey City, N. J. 


T. W. B. MIDDLETON 
Assistant Secretary 


YOUNG 


Acts as Reg- 
as Trustee under Mortgage or 
organization of Corporations. 


Maintains the most thoroughly equipped Transfer Department in New York for Corporations of all States 


DIRECTORS 
ROBERT H. McCURDY 
New York 
L. McDERMOTT 


ROBERT 8S. ROSS 
Vice-Pres. Commercial Trust Co. of N. J. 
WILLIAM C. SHERWOOD 
Vice-President of the Company 
GEORGE W. YOUNG 


Valley Railroad George W. Young & Company 











THE INCORPORATING COMPANY OF ARIZONA 


Makes a SPECIALTY of the LEGAL ORGANIZATION and 
REPRESENTATION of corporations under the VERY LIB- 
ERAL and INEXPENSIVE corporation laws of Arizona. Has the 
BEST legal advice to carefully guard the interests of its clients. 


RED BOOK ON ARIZONA CORPORATION LAWS 
gives complete forms, mode of procedure and a copy of the law 
revised to date. Request a copy—it is free. 

Box 277-U, 
REFERENCES: 
Phoenix National Bank. 
Home Savings Bank. 


Phoenix, Arizona 

















BUFFALO, NEW YORK 
MARTIN CLARK 


Attorney and Counselor at Law 
$1 Erie County Savings Bank Building 


Prompt and careful personal attention given to commercial 
litigation and collections, corporation, real estate and probate 
matters 


References: eg Loan & Trust Co. 

S. Fidelity & Guaranty Co. 
r ide lity & Casualty Co., New York City. 
Commonwealth Trust Co., Fidelity Trust Co. 
Third National Bank and Peoples’ Bank, Buffalo. 














The National Corporation Reporter 


FREDERICK A. ROWE, PRESIDENT 


PUBLISHED WEEKLY 
The only paper of its kind published in the world 


SUBSCRIBE NOW 


Digest of Corporation Cases and kindred subjects appears in each week's 
issue. Authentic Lists of Iinois Corporations appear weekly. 


There is not a Lawyer in the United States who should not be a sub- 
scriber to The National Corporation: Reporter. 


Subscription Price, $3.00 Per Year, $1.50 tor Six Months 


OFFICE: 6086-609 TEMPLE BUILDING, CHICAGO 


The National Corporation Reporter | | 


FOUNDED IN’ 1890 





BANKERS TRANSFER COMPANY 
Incorporated under the Laws of New York) 
Accountants and Auditors 
80 WILLIAM STREET, NEW YORK 
Corporation Work a Specialty 
ins Transfer Offices for Domestic and Foreign Corpora- 
tions; keeps Books for Corporations, Firms and Individuals 
by Contract. Monthly Charges trom $10 upward 
rtakes the entire detail work connected with the issue and 
transfer of Stocks and the keeping of the Books 
and Records of a Corporation 
Closes and Writes Up Books. Prepares Profit and Loss 
Accounts and Statements of every description. Makes 
Investigations and Reports 


Mainta 


Opens 





CORRESPONDENCE INVITED 














CANADIAN LAW REVIEW 


AND 


} ©ORPORATION LEGAL JOURNAL 


Largest Canadian Legal Journal 
Issued Monthly on the First Day of Every Month 
$5.00 per Annum in Advance. Should be in every Law Library 


Some Special Features of Interest to American 
Lawyers: 

Notes on Recent Canadian, English and American Corpora- 
tion Decisions. 

Complete List of Principal Articles Appearing Monthly in 
the Law Magazines of the World. 

\rticles on International, Constitutional and Corporation 
Law, by Leading Canadian Legal Writers. 


THE CANADIAN LAW REVIEW 
75 Yonge Street, Toronto, Canada 











VERNON E. HODGES 


800 H STREET, N. W. 
WASHINTON, D. C. 
Consulting Counsel in all Patent Matters 
HODGES POCKET DIGEST OF PATENT DECISIONS 
Free to Lawyers on Application 


ATENTS and Patent Causes 
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BAGGOTT & RYALL 


309 BROADWAY, NEW YORK CITY 
Commercial Law, Probate Matter, Depositions $3 e Foreclosure and Partition Suits 


COLLECTION DEPARTMENT 
Refer to the Importers’ and Traders’ National Bank or the Citizens’ Central National Bank 








oy Che Assoctated Trades Law List 


A _ BUSINESS-GETTER FOR COMMERCIAL LAWYERS 
150 NASSAU STREET NEW YORK, N. Y. 

















Send 


50 Cents 


Stamps or Currency 








FOR THE JULY NUMBER 





THE CORPORATION BULLETIN 


CONTENTS: The Corporate Calendar for all States 
The Corporation Laws of New York 
Important Corporation Cases and Decisions in all States 


Subscription, $2 Yearly Single Copies, 50 Cents 
THe CorRPORATION LEGAL MANUAL Co. 115 Nassau Street, New York 
























IF YOU HAVE AN IDEA 


of ever adding Lawyers Reports Annotated to your 
library (and of course you have) write us to-day for 
our special easy proposition under which you can 


DO IT NOW 


You can as well as not have the use of the set all 


summer while you are preparing for the fall term of 
court. 




















The Lawyers Co-operative Publishing Co. 


ROCHESTER, N. Y. 


NEW YORK CHICAGO ST. PAUL 
2700 81 Nassau 505 Lakeside Bldg. Ger. Am. Bk. Bldg. 
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THE GREAT WORK OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY IS NOW COMPLETED 
RUSSELL & WINSLOW’S 


SYLLABUS AND INDEX DIGEST 


By WM. HEPBURN RUSSELL and WM. BEVERLY WINSLOW 
of the New York Bar 





IGESTING all the United States Reports from Vol. 1 to 202 inclusive, and being the only complete Digest of 
this series of reports in the market at the present day. 


Russell & Winslow have spent years of hard and conscientious work on this digest. It is a key to every 
decision in the Reports of the Supreme Court of the United States, and is the first digest ever published in this 
country digesting every case. 


It is more than a Digest. It is really an abridgment of the law contained in the Supreme Court Reports. 





The Digest is used and cited by all the United State Courts, and we have hundreds of letters from Judges 
and the most prominent men of the legal profession speaking in the highest terms of this work. 


The price of the complete Digest in four volumes is $26 net. 


The price of the Index Digest of Subjects, digesting Vols. 2 to 202 inclusive, one 
volume, is $6.50 net. 


THE BANKS LAW PUBLISHING COMPANY 
23 PARK PLACE, NEW YORK 




















NECESSARY CORPORATION BOOKS 


COOK ON CORPORATIONS | 


An exhaustive treatise on the law of corporations having a capital stock. FiIFTH EDITION, 8 volumes, $18.00 net. 
This work covers every phase of corporation law and is regarded as the authority, by W. W. Cook. 














PRENTICE & EGAN’S COMMERCE CLAUSE | 


The commerce clause of the Federal constitution, by E. Parmalee Prentice and John G. Egan. 1 volume, $5.00 net 
Being an exposition of the law on a subject of extensive and increasing importance. The decisions are complelely 
cited and principles elucidated. 








EDDY COMBINATIONS | 


The law of combinations. Monopolies, trusts and combinations of both labor and capital. Contracts in restraint 
of trade. Federal and state anti-trust legislation and remedies. 2 volumes, $12.00 net, by Arthur J. Eddy. 








COOKE TRADE AND LABOR COMBINATIONS | 


The law of trade and labor combinations as applicable to boycotts, strikes, trade conspiracies, monopolies, pools, 
trusts and kindred subjects, by Frederick H. Cooke. 1 volume, $3.50 net. 


WILGUS U. S. STEEL CORPORATION | 


Its formation, charter, by-laws and ment, ther with a thorough inquiry concerning its stock, legality, 
industrial position, etc., by Horace L. Wilgus. 1 volume, $2.50 net. 


HIGH INJUNCTIONS | 


The law of injunctions as administered in the American and English Courts, by James L. High. Fourth edition, 
by Shirley T. h. 2 volumes, $12.00 net. 


CALLAGHAN & COMPANY - - - CHICAGO 
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VIEW OF HACKMATACK INN AND COTTAGES, CHESTER, NOVA SCOTIA. 


AN IDEAL SPOT FOR THE 


SUMMER VACATION 


SAILING, BATHING, FISHING, SHOOTING 


SPLENDID CLIMATE, SIMPLICITY AND COMFORT 
FOR BOOKLET AND ROUTE WRITE TO 


E. W. ALLEN, Manager 
HACKMATACK INN CO. - - - - . 115 NASSAU ST., NEW YORK 














MR. LAWYER: 


Have you seen Brightly’s New York Digest brought down to date? It is by Messrs. Mason 
and Hoguet, of the New York City Bar, and is just out. You will find it not a mere compilation of 
former Digests which you now own, but all 


NEW AND ORIGINAL WORK 


The classification is undoubtedly the best, and the typographical arrangement thoroughly modern. It 
can be used as a supplement to any New York Digest, and to the Century Digest for New York 
cases, thus saving the time required in looking over eight or ten supplemental volumes. 








BURDICK ON TORTS and the Companion work BURDICK’S CASES ON TORTS by 
Francis M. Burdick, Dwight Professor of Law in Columbia University School of Law. Neither 
the theory nor the history of any branch of this important subject has been ignored, but everywhere 
the learned author lays stress upon the rules of law as they are enforced by the courts to-day. His 
clear and definite conception of principles has enabled the author to condense his treatise without 
sacrificing anything that is essential, while his lucid style enables the lawyer or student to grasp the 
meaning without wearing effort. The notes contain full citations of cases, many of which are briefly 
abstracted. Price of Burdick on Torts, canvas, 580 pages, $3.00; sheep, $3.50. Burdick’s Cases on 
Torts, 1014 pages, canvas, $4.00; sheep, $4.50. 





A new edition of the standard work, WELLS ON REPLEVIN, is now ready for delivery. 
It is by the Hon. E. T. Wells, of Denver, Colo.,a brother of the author of the original work, and is 
undoubtedly the most comprehensive and thoroughly modern work on the subject of Replevin yet 
issued. Price, buekram, $4.50; sheep, $5.00. Address orders to the publishers, 


BANKS & COMPANY, Albany, N. Y. | 














Revised 


Rewritten 


Enlarged 


1200 
Pages 


Price $5.35 
Delivered 


Ready 
October 


First 


Order 
To-day 
to Insure 
Prompt 


Delivery 
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RECENT IMPORTANT LAW BOOKS 








Remsen on the Preparation and Contest of Wills, with Plans of and Extracts from Important Wills. By Daniel 8. 


Price $6.00 net, or $6.35 delivered. 


In one Volume, law canvas binding. 
Being also a treatise on the Rights and Remedies of Vendors and Pur- 


Maupin on Marketable Title to Real Estate. 


New York Bar. 


Remsen, of the 


chasers of Defective Titles, including the Law of Covenants for Title, the doctrine of Doubtful Title, of Specific 


One Volume, law canvas binding. Price $6.00 


By Chapman W. Maupin. 


Performance and other kindred subjects. 


net, or $6.40 delivered. 


Snyder’s Annotated Interstate Commerce Act and Federal Anti-Trust Laws, with Supplement. 


This work includes all 


the recent Federal legislation relating to Carriers and Interstate Commerce, with full notes of the judicial deci- 


Price of the Complete Work $4.50. Price of Supplement, separately, $1.50. 


Williston’s Wald’s Pollock on Contracts. 


etc. 


sions, 


A complete and thorough treatise on Contracts for American Lawyers and 


By Samuel Williston, Professor of Law in Harvard University. A compactly printed volume of 1149 


Price $6.00 net delivered. 


Clement on Fire Insurance, 2 Vols. Vol. I: 


Students. 


pages. 


Adjustment of Claims there- 


As a Valid Contract in event of Fire and 


Vol. II: As a Void Contract, and in both volumes the conditions of the Contract as affected by Construc- 


under. 


Price $12.00 delivered. 


By George A. Clement, of the New York Bar. 


tion, Waiver or Estoppel. 








For Sale by all Law Booksellers 


BAKER, VOORHIS & CO. 


LAW PUBLISHERS 


NEW YORK 
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